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what we have a Commissioner of Indian Affairs | 


for—for what have we Committees of Indian Af- | 
fairs in both Houses of Congress, if not to exam- | 


ine into these matters? My understanding is, 
that the annual reports of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs have laid this subject before us. It 
is the duty of that bureau to ascertain the facts, 
present them to us in a proper form, and enable 
us to act upon them understandingly. 

Inasmuch as the policy of this matter has been 
alluded to, I will take occasion to say, that if there 
be any one thing which ought to be guarded against 
by Congress more than another, in a matter so 
small as this, they should discourage the interpo- 
lation of other agencies and other influences be- 
tween the Government and those with whom they 
have treaties, and which treaties they propose to 
execute and carry out by law. It amounts toa 
very material subtraction from the amount to be 
paid the Indians, or any one else, to have agents 
eome im and receive large compensation. We 
know that in all the bounty land laws, pension 
laws, and everything of that sort, a very large 
amount, in many instances more than one half of 
that which goes out of the Treasury, never reaches 


those that are intended to be the beneficiaries of | 


the law. 

As I remarked in the beginning, there is no ques- 
tion of that kind before the Senate. It is a simple 
proposition to carry out the provisions of a treaty, 


and the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- | 


sin is intended to secure that end. I had occasion 
to look into the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs just now, and my eye fell upon 
a passage which it may be as well to read, in 


answer to the suggestion of what would be satis- | 


factory to the Indians. In mpeg of the distri- 
bution of the money paid to Indians, he says: 


“They naturally desire to receive individually the fuil 
amount of their respective shares, and consequently their 
entire annuities have been distributed equally among them.’ 


Here the Commissioner embodies in his annual 


report the wish of the Indians—a wish which they | 


have expressed on more occasions than one, and 
in the most emphatic manner. Their wish is to 
have this money paid to them strictly in conform- 
ity with the provisions of the treaty. I hope the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin will 
be adopted, because it accomplishes nothing more 
than is provided for by the treaty. 

Mr. fi i 


ment to the amendment, and for this reason: I un- 


ALE. [shail vote against the amend- | 


derstand the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Da iol 


says there is but-a single individual to be affectec 
by it, and he is a gentleman of very high reputa- 
tion. I do not know to whom he refers. Hesays 
that this gentleman’s claim does not amount to 
more than three or four per cent. It seems to 
me that when we are about to establish a general 
principle we ought to do it by a general law, and 
not put it in such a shape that it may be construed 
as an impeachment of the umtegrity of an honora- 
ble man. 
a great principle, it is rather improper to select a 
solitary individual. It is for this reason that I shall 
vote against the amendment to the amendment. 
If the honorable Senator from Wisconsin will 
bring in a general bill, and make it applicable to 
all cases, I will ge for it with all my ie But 
as | understand this is only a hit at one solitary 
individual, I am unwilling that the reputation ef 
one solitary man should be affected in the manner 
which would result from such an enactment as this. 
In doing justice to the Indians, I am unwilling to 
do injustice to an honorable man; and I hope that 
the Senate, if they mean to assert the principle, 
will seek some other occasion than this to do so. 
Mr. RUSK. I shall vote against this amend- 
ment, and I hope that the Senate will no! adopt it. 
I am satiafied the motive of the heuorabie Senator 


It seems to me that for the assertion of | 


in offering it is a laudable one, and if be willat any | 


ume bring forward a proposition which accom- 
plishes that object without getting us into worse 
mischief, | wil 

the accomplishment of it. There are so many 
agents employed about Congress that the term 
“agent ’’ has become unpopular. This is an evil, 
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and it has its origin back in the carelessness of 
Congress in providing the means for fulfilling the 
treaties entered into, and making provision for pri- 
vate claims against them. We have now hun- 
dreds of claims to which there is no sort of objee- 
tion, lying on the table; and yet we cannot reach 
one of those bills; and this constant delay is, in 
my opinion, the cause of so many agents being 
employed about the seat of Government, to the 
annoyance of members of Congress. 

What is the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin? Gentlemen say it is only to carry 
out the treaty. Then there is no necessity for it, 
if that is all they want. The money is required 
to be paid according to the treaty. If that is the 
only eflect of it, it accomplishes nothing, except 
that it is a reflection on the officers of the Trens- 
ury, whose business it is to pay out this money 
after the appropriation is made, because the rule 
by which oe are to pay it is the treaty. Then 
it accomplishes nothing im that respect. I have 
not investigated its bearing on the questions which 
may arise here. I know something on this sub- 
ject, and my own opinion is that this per capita 
payment is one of the most corrupting things and 
one of the worst policies that could be adopted 
towards the Indians, and particularly such as are 
in the condition of the Cherokees. They have 
had for a number of years a regularly-organized 


government—legislative, executive, and judicial— | 
going on pretty well, uvless some cause was | 


thrown among them by these very treaties, to 
produce ruptures and difficulties to which other 
societies are frequently liable. The operation of 
the amendment will in fact produce confusion, 
and we can hardly see the operation of it. Is it 
intended we shall send agents to collect the whole 
Cherokee nation in one mass and pay them per 
capita, amounting in every instance to a very amall 
sum? It would be practically no benefit to the 
Indians, and a very serious inconvenience to us. 
The practical result is to call them together to get 
their small pittance; there are traders there from 
every part of the country with intoxicating liquors, 
and everything of that sort; a drunken frolic would 
ensue among the Indians, five or six of them 
would be killed, and the next morning a majority 
of them would not know what had become of the 
money. Thus unlimited confusion would be pro- 
duced. The question, then, is, whether it would 
be better to introduce these means of corruption 
among them, or give the mouey to their Governor 
for the purpose of education, or something else of 
general interest and profit to the Indians? 

The objection I have to the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin is, that we cannot tell 
what will be its operation. The amendment of 
the committee requires the accounting officers to 
pay the amount ascertained to be due, and to pay 
it under the treaty. The accounting officers will 
of course comply with the terms of the treaty. 


+ Hence the amevdment to the amendment is unne- 


cessary. I have had no ume to investigate it and 
see what would be its effects, and therefore, for 
fear that it might produce mischief in its practical 
operation, and as it can give the Indians no fur- 
ther security than they now have, I shall vote 
against it. 

“Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall be allowed 
to take the vote now. Thereare several other im- 
portant amendments, and I am anxious that we 
should get through the bill to-day. 

Mr. WALKER. [am anxious the vote should 
be taken, but I wish to say a few words in view 
of what was remarked by the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Burzier,| and what was said by 
the Senator from Texas. We have nothing to do 


with the policy of paying the Indians per capita or | 


‘in solidum, but we have to look at thetreaty. We 


have treated to pay them per capita, and the only 
question is, whether, we shall follow the treaty, or 
make the payment in violation of the treaty, and 


then be called upon to pay again, as we did not 


according to the treaty stipulation. 
eThe Senator from South Carolina says he would 


; 


| much prefer that this money should be paid to the | : 
'| delegates of these Indians now in the city of Wash- | iheir powers, the accounting officers will not pay 
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ington, that they might take the money home and 
distribute it. Weought tolook back to one warn 
ing on this subject. There was a treaty some years 
ago with the Creek Indians, if I mistake not, which 
bound the Government to pay a certain fund to 
the Indians. The sum of $141,000 was left un 
paid, however, and during General Jackson’s ad 
munistration that distinguished President ordered 
that amountto be paid to the Governor of Georgia, 
and at the very first session, when I had the honor 
of first taking my seat here, that sum was reap 
propriated to the Indians. ‘There is one example 
we have of the consequence of violating a treaty 
and paying the money in a manner different from 
what the treaty stipulated. 

Now, I wish to inquire of the Senator from South 
Carolina, who is at the head of the Judiciary Com 
mittee, and from those in the Senate who are 
learned in the law, if we should pay the money to 
the delegates of these Indians now in Washington, 
and they should*be robbed on their way home, or 
the money from any other cause should not reach 
the Indians, would not this Government be in 
honor and in law bound to make an appropriation 
again? It seems to me they would. And in case 
the money should be lost, it seems to me there 
would be a much stronger claim on the part of the 
ludians for the reappropriation than there was on 
the part of the Creek Indians-for the reappropria 
tion of the $141,000 of which I have spoken. 
And these robberies are rife in the country. We 
have lately heard of an express car being robbed 
between Philadelphia aud Baltimore in broad day- 
light, I believe, and the car locked up and unde: 
superintendence of one of the most vigilant of the 
express agents. We hear of rebberies, in every 
direction, of the mails, of stage coaches, and of ex 
press wagons. I think the Government would in 
volve themselves in immense peri! by paying this 
money to any delegation at all. We ought to pay it 
according to the treaty. 

Mr. CLAY. Lam sorry to protract this dis 
cussion, Which I think has occupied cnough of 
the time of the Senate; but I am opposed to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, and 
wish to assign my reasons. | was almost entirely 
satisfied with what was urged by the Senator from 
Texas, [Mr. Rusx.] We have stipulated to pay 
this money in a particular mode by a treaty. We 
appropriate it, and direct the accounting officers to 

yay it, and the treaty directs how it is to be paid. 
Sut there are other views of the question which 
If the treaty is to be taken strictly, 
that is to say, if the payment is to be made 
per capita, to every individua! entitled under 
the appropriation, the consequence would be that 
these ns come here to 
the public Treasury their respective portions of 
the fund. There is no part of the treaty which 
stipulates that we shall send the money out there 
and distribute it. The general stipulation is for 
payment per capita. The question is, how is it 
to be carried out? Two modes are 
is by agents of this Government; the other is by 
agents whom the parties themselves have chosen. 
A delegation of the Indians are here with full 
powers, representing their whole nation, and pros- 
ecuting this claim with authority to receive the 
amount. Now, sir, shall we not trust these agents 
whom the Indians themselves have trusted, rather 
than an Indian agent who may happen tovbe at 
some one of the posts near the Cherokee Indians? 
I think itis evidently the most proper. This del- 
eration are the agents of the Cherokees—the ac- 
credited, acknowledged, and confided in agents. 
They have come here to get this claim. They 
have carried it through Congress; and the ques- 
tion is whether we should pay it to these In- 
dian agents or substitute agents of our own, It 
is possible that there may be mistakes in any mode 
of payment. It is possible that these Indian agents 
might not pay to every one pe, capita, and it 
might be so in the other case. But it is most likel 
that the Indian agents would know every individ- 
ual entitled to the payment, and would distribute 
the money properly. If there be any doubts about 
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itto them. If there be any doubts about the dis- 
tribution, the accounting officers will place them 


ung 
it * 
ury, and right and proper tn itself, that we should 
confide in those ind 


te Whe 


agent whom they never confided in. 
Mr. TURNEY. I shall vote for the amend- 


ment, and | wish to submit about half a dozen 
words in order to express my reasons for so doing. 


‘he first 1s, the treaty contemplates the paying of | 
this nation per capita, so that each individual [n- | 


dian shall receive his proportion of the amount 
due. ‘lhe second is, thatif this amendment is not 
adopted, f am very well satisfied from the history 
of the past that the mass of the common Indians 
of the tribe will receive no portion of this fund. It 
will go into the hands of those whom they term 
chiefs. It is said they are honorable men, intelli- 


gent, and well educated; all which may be true for | 


uught Lknow. I think it will go into their hands 
and the common Indians will not receive it, and 
by and by these Indians will make a separate ap- 


plic ition to Congress, and will urge and prove that, 


while the treaty required that the payment should | 


be made per capita, it was not so paid, and that 
they have never received their share. 
[understand a precedent has been established 
by the accounting officer of the Treasury Depart- 
ment that this fund may be paid out to the chiefs, 
and J understand that it has been so paid in one 
case at least, and that the money was appropriated 
by the chiefs to the satisfaction of their private 
debts. Is that complying with the treaty? Is 
that paying to the Indians per capita, when it is 
appr ypriated by accounting officers either to the 


chiefs or to their creditors in the discharge of their | 


individual debts?) When they come and ask that 
a sum shall be paid tn addition, after it has been 
thus disposed of by their chiefs for the payment of 


their debts, and call our attention to the treaty, 


how is Congress to refuse to pay them? 


[ do not understand how these gentlemen could 


be agents for the nation, Lunderstand they know 
how to perpetrate as cross frauds as any people in 
the world. [ was told the other day that applica- 
tion was made to Congress to pay a large amount 
which had been obtained by collusion, and which 
had heen once paid wronuefully. The agent had 
obtained from the Indians a contract to receive 
some seventy or eighty thousand dollars for es- 
tablishing their right to a certain amount, which 
had nevar been contested. Afterwards the chiefs 
of the nation made a protest arainst its payment. 
The superintendent, Mr. Armstrong, came and 
protested, and under that Administration it was 
not paid, 
done, dismissed these chiefs and elected new ones, 


and they sent on their protest against this payment. | 
But under the present or last Administration, if | 


we may term it so, it was paid. But application 


will be made to refund it to the nation. I obtained | 


the history ofthis matter from an agent who is 
necting in the prosecution of these claims. Is it 
not time that, while we are thus appropriating 
money to carry out in good faith the stipulations 
of the treaty, it should be done in a manner to 
promote the interest of the Treasury of the United 
States as well as the interest of the Indians, and 
not depend so much*on the high honor or the 
learning of the Indian chiefs. I think we had bet- 
ter take the treaty as it is, and comply with it and 
pay the common Indians who are entitled to re- 
ceive their per capita. That is our contract, our 
treaty; and being so, [ shall vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin with a view 


er proper bounds to pay. In any point of view, | 
better for us, safer for the Treas- | 


lan agents who have the con- | 
fidence of their nation, instead of substituting an | 


| due 


The nation ascertained what had been | 
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a very handsome sum to carry it to Arkansas, 
because itis to be taken in specie. Every cent 
will be transported at the expense of the Govern- 
ment to the Cherokee nation, and there it will be 
placed in the hands of the agents of this Govern- 
ment, and in the hands of no delegation or agents 
of the Cherokees. 
superintendent of the district generally, will be re- 
quired to pay over every cent per capita, accord- 
ing to the treaty. We made an appropriation of 
some one or two thousand dollars under this 


treaty at the last session, and that portion, with | 


that which was passed with the recommendation 
of the Committee on Finance, amounted to five or 
six hundred thousand dollars, the whole balance 
the Western Cherokees. j 
agents here, who showed Congress that they had 
ower to receive their percentage for their service 
ere. When they failed in Congress they went 
to the executive officers of the Government, and 
they failed there, and could not get one single dol- 
lar. But the whole amount of five or six hundred 
thousand dollars—and the Senator from Arkansas 


must know the fact—was transported at the ex- | 
pense of the Government, and paid into the hands | 


of the officers of this Government superintending 
Indian affairs West, who was required to pay it 
into the hands of the Indians per capita. 

Sir, there is no risk and no danger of robbery 
or thieves in the transportation. ‘This has ever 
been the practice of this Government, unless the 
Saperintendent of Indian Affairs or the agent takes 
upon himself to be responsible here. But it has 
never been paid to Indian chiefs, as my colleague 
seems to suppose, nor to any delegation, unless 
under a treaty which expressly authorized it. | 


‘ have heard of no case in which agents have been | 


paid a percentage by any officer where the treaty 
required it should be paid per capita. 

Mr. TURNEY. I will give to my colleague the 
information I have upon the subject. | had a con- 
versation with the Second Auditor, who told me 
that what I have stated was the fact—that a decis- 
ion was made by the Secretary of the Interior, 
when the Senator from Ohio was in that office, 


| under which decision was paid this per capita fund, 


so as to apply it to the individual debts of the 
chiefs of the nation; and he informed me that he 


would make a reconimendation, or that he thought | 


Congress.should make a law forbidding officers to 
allow any such claim. 
been made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
in relation to a similar question, and a question 
which has arisen under that decision is now pend- 
ing before the Second Comptroller. It is upon 
this information that I have made this statement; 
but if the facts are as my colleague hag stated, all 
that [ desire is accomplished. 

Mr. BELL. My opinion is that all which my 
colleague wishes is accomplished by the treaty and 


the practice of the Government, and [ must still 
think that my colleague is mistaken with regard to | 
the statement he has made respecting the money | 


having been for the benefit of the chiefs of the 
nation. He may have alluded to the Indians in 
North Carolina, because all these agents come to 
the head of Indian Affairs, and want resolutions 
oitered here, and want aid in getting their funds. 


I heard that the accounting officers of the Treasury 1] 


were willing to pay the North Carolina Indians, 
upon the atoenah that the awents had the power of 
attorney from every individual in the nation in 
writing. 
least were considering whether they would do it. 
I do not know whether they did it. It is possible 
that is the case to which my colleague refers. 


The agent of that tribe, or the | 


They had their | 


A decision has recently | 


I heard they were likely to do it, or at | 
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responsibility, this Government being responsil)o 

that these officers shall pay the money per capita, 

according to the treaty. Since the last session of 

Congress, some $900,000 has been thus paid ou 
and there never has beey any danger. ’ [I thin,’ 
therefore, the amendment is a mere act of supe ; 
ogation. 

Mr. EWING. The statement of the Senato, 
from Tennessee [Mr. aed is incorrect with 
respect to the payment having been made in the 
manner and under the circumstances he states, |; 
is, like all that kind of loose information, not 

| worth a straw. The payments he speaks of wero 
made according to the law and treaty. How, I can. 
not now explain, because I cannot remember every 
legal proposition I have considered and decided 
within a few years past. It cannot be expected 
that I should do so. But it had no relation to the 
state of things existing in this case. It was a to. 
tally different thing. There is a confusion of ideas 
in respect to the whole matter. It would, [ haye 
no doubt, be easy to demonstrate the perfect cor- 
rectness of the payment referred to, if the case 
were given and the papers before us. It is very 
clear to my mind that in this case no amendment 
of the kind proposed is necessary. The treaty 
| provides that the payment should be made in a 
| particular manner per capita. Now, if we provide 
a fund out of which this is to be paid, the Execu- 
| tive will see that the payment is made according to 
the treaty. We need not direct how it is to be 
done. If,at any time and under any circumstances, 
there have been executive officers who have not 
done their duty, which is highly probable, what 
' has that to do with the form of this appropriation ? 
| If they violate a treaty they can violate a law also, 
and a double provision is no better than a single 
| one, if, as in this case, it be explicit. But the spe- 
| cial case which the Senator brings forward as a 
warning to us to be particular in our appropria- 
tion, as far as I remember and believe, never ex- 
isted, or anything that touches or approaches it. 

Then, Mr. President, the better way, in my 
opinion, is to make the appropriation here, in the 
manner proposed by the Committee on Finance. 
It has been well considered by them. The execu- 
tive officers by it are required to carry out the 

| treaty and make the payment according to it. And 
they are required to do another thing—to obtaina 
release and make this a payment in full. They 
are to obtain such a release as will be satisfactory 
| to the Secretary of the Interior. Now, shall we 
go on and tell that Secretary how he is to pay or 
how to get the release; or had we not better leave 
it to the executive officers, who understand these 
things, and know how it can be done effectually 
and satisfactorily to the Indians and the Govern- 
| ment? I think it is better to leave it just as it ts. 
The provision made by the Committee on Finance 
is, I think, everything that is necessary as a guide 
to the executive officers in carrying out the treaty. 
Mr. TURNEY. The Senator from Ohio thinks 
there is a great confusion of ideas, and that my 
| statement is wholly incorrect. I do not know 
| what may be the confusion of ideas. I am certain, 
however, of one thing: I have not added anything 
to that confusion. I have made a plain statement 
| of fact, ascommunicated to me on yesterday even- 
ing by the Second Auditor of the Treasury; and 
whether it was this identical case or not, that was 
| the case according to his account. I take him to 
| be a gentleman who would be incapable of making 

a false representation, and hence I place implicit 
| confidence in the facts he communicates to me. It 

was a case of a per capita fund being applied to the 
| payment of the debts of Indian chiefs. Now, that 

was done, according to the account of this officer, 


rer- 








After that power of attorney had been given, Con- | 
gress passed a law that no payment should be || under the Senator from Ohio, when he was Secre- 
made by power of attorney. I was opposed to || tary of the Interior. 

the law at the time, for it was an act of gross in- || Mr. EWING. I would be glad to know the 
justice to the Indians west of the Mississippi; but || case, and when it was done. It is not within my 
it was an act of Congress, and there was no treaty | memory. 

in reference to that appropriation. The basis of Mr. TURNEY. I have not the name of the 
‘that appropriation to the North Carolina Indians | case. He went on to inform me that his object 
' was an act of Congress under the treaty of 1835. | was to procure the passage of a law upon this sub- 
What the specific treaty of 1835 was, I do not | ject, to prevent this species of speculation upon 
remember; but that of 1846 requires that payment || the Indians, and preserve to them a fund which 
should be made per capita, and I repeat there is | by treaty belongs to them. And, in presenting 
/ no danger so far as I know. I know the execu- | the reasons why sucha provision should be made 
tive officers of the Government are not thinking of || by law, gave me these facts; and, in addition to 
paying this money to the Indians. It goes to the || that, he said the present Commissioner of Indian 
agents of the Government forthe Cherokees, or | Affairs had just such a case of a per capita 
the Superintendent of the Western Indians gen- | fand, directing it to be paid out for the benefit of 
erally, and will be paid out per capita on their | 


to accomplish that object. 

Mr. BELL. 1 have but one word to say’in | 
reply to my colleague, with regard to the agents, 
and T think if the matter were understood better 
it would save a great deal of discussion. The | 
treaty provides that this fund shall be paid per 
capita, and it has not been the practice of the 
Government to pay to the Indian chiets any pro- 
portion of the amount to carry into effect the 
treaty. No member of the executive department 
under this appropriation will pay to John Ross, 
or his associates of the Western Cherokees, one 
single cent of this money: they will never touch 
it except as they are entitled to do it by the ex- 
press terms of the treaty, They will pay to no 
delegation in Washington; they will transport it 
at the charge of the Government, and it will cost 
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the chiefs, under the decision made while the Sen- 
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ator was Secretary of the Interior; and that he had 
rejected it upon the ground that the y had not the 
po ;wer thus to appropriate it; and the question was 

eadmg before the Second Comptroller, and pos- 
sibly it would be carried before the Attorney 
Gener al. Now, these were the reasons, these 
were the facts communicated to me. Whether 
they are false or true, isa question depending upon 
the Senator from Ohio and the Second Auditor. I 
do not know how that is, 

But certainly no injury can result from the 
adoption of the proposed amendment. Take it in 
any light you please, it can be but a guard thrown 
around the ignorant Indians to protect them—not 
the chief whom we have had described as a chief 
with all his attainments and with ali his character. 
Not him, for I take it for granted he will protect 
himself. But all the guards thrown around this 
fund are to protect the ignorant Indians—and there 
are many of them in the nation, unless they have 
been educated since they left their old residence in 
Tennessee and Georgia. If the object of this 
amendment is to transfer the fund to the agent to 
distribute among the Indians, why oppose it? Can 
itdo any harm? Can it prejudic e the rights of the 
common Indian? Willit enable these executive 

officers to give the fund a different direction? Is 
not its only tendency and effect to guard and pro- 
tect the interests of the common Indians? This 
amendment can do no injury,as my colleague and 
the Senator from Ohio supposes. I think it ought 
to be adopted. I have given the practice as | un- 
derstand it has been, and the source of my inform- 
ation; and I must say to the Senate, in the dec- 
jaration of that officer, as an officer and a man, 
and as a gentleman, | have implicit confidence. 
Believing, therefore, in this abuse having been 
practiced by the offic ers of the Government in vio- 
lation of the treaty, [ am disposed to vote for the 
amendment to protect the interests of the Indians. 

Mr. EWING. I did not at all dispute that the 
Senator from Tennessee had obtained his inform- 
ation from the Second Auditor. I have no doubt 
of that at all. But whether he understood the 
Auditor exactly or not, [am unable to say; or 
whether the Auditor understood exactly the facts 
and the legal point decided, I do not know. But, 
where there has been a decision upon a treaty, or 
upon the law, it would have been better perhaps, 
before advancing a position of that kind in the 
Senate, to have examined the treaty and the law, 
and the decision, so as to see what the decision 
was, and what the elements which compose it. 
Then there would be no mistake. We cannot 
always get at the point of a judicial decision, the 
judgment of a court, by merely getting the state- 
ment made by A to B, and then making B the 
reporter at second-hand. Such a report would 
hardly be taken as authority i in a court of justice. 
if my conjecture is right as to the case re ferred to, 
the fact is entirely the reverse of what has been 
stated, although [ cannot perfectly remember and 
state it in its details. But 1 am satisfied that it is 
not what was stated by the Second Auditor to the 
Senator from Tennessee, and by him repeated 
here, but as remote from it as possible; that it was 
acase where there were debts of individual In- 
dians, assumed by the nation, and the decision 

was that the assumption was good. 1 suppose 
that to be the case, but I do not * know certainly. 
Indeed I do not know what the Second Auditor 
had in mind, or what the Senator from Tennessee 
has, but that I suppose to be it. However, there 
is nothing within my knowledge or recollection 
like that which has been presented. No case in 
which an annuity saovide by treaty to be paid to 


the individual Indian per capita was ordered by | 


me as Secretary of the Interior to be paid, other- 
wise than as directed by the treaty. If there be 
any such case it has not left a trace on my mem- 
ory. 

Mr. BADGER. 


. I desire to offer an amendment 
if it is in order. 


The PRESIDENT. The amendment of the | 


Senator from Wisconsin is an amendment to the 
amendment, so that it is not in order. 
Mr. BADGER. I will then take the liberty to 
suggest that the amendment of the Senator from 
Visconsin makes it imperative upon the officers 
of the Government who aa charge of this money 
in every instance to pay it directly to the Indians. 
I can readily perceive there may be cases in which 
it would be no favor, but on the contrary an 
injury to have it paid in that manner. 


I have | 
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reason te en satisfied that, with regard to the Chero- 
kees who live in my State, it is highly important 
that the Secretary of the Interior ghould have dis- 
cretionary power to appoint public agents to make 
the payment imto the hands of the individual In- 
dians who. are entitled to receive it. And I shall 
propose, when it is in order, an amendment which, 
instead of making it imperative, asthe amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin peso *s, Shall provide 
that the money shall, in such cases as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall think sewer. be paid di- 
rec uy to the individual Indians entitled according 
to the treaty. 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to say a word or 
two with regard to a sin, gle point whic a has been 
made in this discussio: a, Which I thought not very 
pertinent to the occasion. It relates to the fees 
paid to agents for attending to these claims. But 
since the subject has come up, it has occurred 
to me that we might as well ascertain what the 
amount would be in this particular case. The 
amount provided to be p aid the amendment is 
$724,000, in round numbers. The interest upon 
it at five percent. will amount to $435,000, making 
an aggregate of $1,179,000. The attorneys’ fees 
would be probably » In round numbers, $45,000. 
The Senator from Tennessee stated that the com- 


| pensation of these agents was very small, they 


making but about four per cent. on the amount. 
That is something like $45,000 on the whole. 

Mr. BELL. I said nothing about the amount, 
for I did not know what it was. 

Mr. BORLAND. Some Senator stated it, and 
it will be seen that if the money is to be paid to an 
agent, the fee will amount to about $45, O00. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I shall support the 
amendment of the Senator trom Wisconsin, and I 
wish to state the reason why I shalldo so. With 
some. knowledge of Indian character, I can say 
that as long as they are in their wild state, that is, 
when they are not corrupted by their intercourse 


with the whites, one of their virtues is the pay- 


3 
,, ment of their debts, and I think they retain that 


virtue even after they become semi-civilized. I 
have seldom known annuities’ paid to Indians in- 
dividually, where each individual received his 
amount per capita, and where the creditors of any 
one of them were present, that the individual did 
not pay whatever was justly due to those creditors. 
On the other hand, a very great injury always oc- 
eurs to individual Indians from the payment of 
annuities to chiefs to be paid over by them. If 
money is paid to the individual himself, he will 
probably pay his just creditors, and if he does 
not, we are not the guardians of their creditors. 

Mr. TURNEY called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment to the amendment, and they were 
ordered, and being taken, were— 


YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Borland, Bright, 


; Chase, Clarke, Davis of Mississippi, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


Dodge of Lowa, Downs, Felch, Hamlin, Houston, Norris, 
Seward, Spruance, Turney, Underwood, Walker, Whit- 
comb, and Yulee—21. 
NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clay, 
Cooper, Dawson, Ewing, Foote, Greene, Gwin, Hale, Hun- 
ter, Jones, King, Mason, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Phelps, 
Pratt, Rusk, Smith, Sturgeon, and Wales—25. 


Se it was not agreed to. 


Mr. BADGER. I now offer the amendment 
which I indicated before, leaving the words of the 
amendment, which was offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Waxrker,] as far as * ap- 
propriate,’’ afier which insert the following: 

Provided, That the money hereby appropriated may, in 
such cases as the Secretagy of the Interior shali think prop- 
er, be paid directly to the Lndian or Indians entitled thereto, 
by an agent to be appointed by the said Secretary. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to inquire by what 
vote it will be necessary to adopt that, if it is 
adopted atall. If it is an amendment to the treaty 
I think it will require a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. BADGER. I only desire to reduce to a 
certainty what I think needs explanation. As I 
stated to the Senate when I intimated that I -would 
offer this amendment, | have reason to know that, 
in the Departments, it is a matter of doubt whether 
they hive the power to appoint agents for the 

urpose of making this payment di: rectly to the 
eas I want to settle that question. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BADGE I wish to inquire of my friend 
froin Virginia whether, if this money is paid in 





ator from Wisconsin oug 
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full, and the Indians bind themselves that the yw i 
make no further claims, they shali give security, 
or whether we shall trust to their honor? F 

Mr. HUNTER. That is proposed to be left 
for the Secretary of the Interior to settle. 

Mr. BORLAND. 1 would like to understand if 
the action of this Congress is to bind all future 
Congresses, so that no future claim can be paid ? 

Mr. B \DGE R, (in his seat.) It binds the In- 
dians not to come here. 

Mr. BORLAND. Can this Coneress bind the 
Indians, and make an appropriation to satisfy a 
claim arising under a tre aty which will prevent 
any future Congress from making an investigation 
of claims, or prevent any Indians from coming 
here? 1 

Mr. BADGER, (in his seat.) 
cent for them to come. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator says it will be 
indecent for them tocome. I do not understand 
that we are basing our legislation here upon the 
future decency of the Indians, or their sense of 


It will be inde- 


honor. We are to settle this matter according to 
the terms of the treaty. We have taken steps to 


ascertain what is due, but ldo not understand that 
we shall preclude other Indians from bringing their 
claims here in the future. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is not supposed that we 
can bind the action of any future ‘Congress, but 
wecan bind the action of the Indians, if they 
choose to sign a release, and it is proposed they 
shall do it in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary 
of the Interior. It was supposed he would be bet- 
ter able to suggest the mode than we ourselve 4 
and for one | see nothing wrong or improper 
in obtaining such a release. We have had these 
accounts audited and settled. [1 believe we have 
already paid the Indians more than they are enti- 
tled to under the treaty stipulations, or upon prin 
ciples of equity. But the Senate decided differ- 
ently, and that we were bound to pay an amount 
greater than | supposed we were bound to pay 
and they decided that, upon whatever was paid 
the interest must also be paid from 1838 up to the 
time of payment. ‘The amendment limits that !ast 
item, because it prescribes the time withia which 
the Indians shall draw the money, or not have the 
interest. I do not see how the ap propriation can 
be better guarded. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from Virginia 
has made a point with respect to which I differ 
with him materially. He thinks the appropria- 
tion is more than we owe. I think it is less, and 
for one should be willing to take up other claims. 
1 am perfectly satisfied that a large amount is due, 
in addition to this, which should have been paid 
long ago. If the view of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is correct, that we ought to exact a bond 
from these indians, that they will not come upon 
us for any additional claim, it demonstrates the 
propriety of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin just now; because, if we 
take the obligation from anybody, it should be 
from those to whom the mone y is pe uid. LIthinkit 
shows conclusively that the amendment of the Sen- 
ht to have been adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. The amendment does not 
prescribe to the Secretary of the Interior how he 
shall pay, or to whom, or by what agent; it 
leaves him to carry out the words of the treaty, 
presuming he will understand the tre ity, and how 
it should be executed. I know of no mnstance in 
which, in an appropriation bill, we have under- 
taken to prescribe to the Secretary how he shall 
carry out a treaty. It is to be presumed he will 
understand his duty, and will discharge it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There are two points about 
which I should like to be satisfied before I vote 
for this appropriation. The first is, that we owe 
the money; and the second, that the persons to 

whom we owe it will actually receive it under the 
law. I could be much more easily satisfied about 
the first than the second. I believe these Indians 
have been harshly declt by, but nevertheless I 
think the history of the legislation of this country 
‘shows they have been most generously ps Lid. But, 
I say, about the first proposition I might be easily 
satisfied: about the second, I fear [ cannot. I 
would like to have some assurance that this mon- 
ey, when appropriated, will be received by the in- 
dividuals for whom it is designed; that it will not 
go inte the pockets of men who bring an outside 
pressure on the legislation of the country. I ean 
see no good reason why the amendment should 
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jot provide, when this money is appropriated , that 


it actually goce to the pockets of the individuals 
entitled to it. itis said the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior will provide against any evil on that score, I 
' I fear the same interest that [ spoke of, 
which has been brought to bear upon similar 
claims, may be brought on this case. I know 
nothing of this case particularly. Ido not know 
who press it. Ido not know whether there are 
agents connected witlrit. But | know there have 
been cases of a similar character, where the money 
never reached the pockets of the Indians, but went 
into the pockets of men who were interested in 
hunting up these claims and ferreting them out, 
that they and the agents may profit by them, and 
not the Indians. I say I do not know that this is 
one of that class of cases; but Ido not see any 
good reason why we should not provide against 
it for fear it may be, and the amendment of the 
Senator from Wiscousin would provide against 
this evi). 

Mr. FOOTE. I simply rise for the purpose of 
moving an adjournment. It is quite a late hour, 
and there seems to be no possibility of coming to 
any action or the bill. 

Several Se~ators. Oh no! 

Mr. FOOTE, Well, then, | withdraw the mo- 
tion, , 

Mr. PEARCE. [do not rise for the purpose 
of making a speech, but to state a single fact. This 
amendment requires a release from the Indians 
which shall be satisfactory to the Secretary ofthe 
Interior, so thet we may not be troubled again. In 
a conversation between myself and young Ross, 
he said that his tribe would be perfectly satisfied 
with the amount provided by thisamendment. It 
is just the same as was passed the last session by 
this body, but was lost in the other House. 
said alao that the Indians would be perfectly satis- 


fear not. 


tied to bind themselvesto make no further claims. | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, called for the yeas 
and nays on the amendment, and they were or- 
dered, and, being taken, were: 

YE A®—-Mesars. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Ber- 
nen, Borland, Butler, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, 
Downs, Ewing, Foote, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Ma- 
son, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, 
Smith, Youle, Spruance, Underwood, and Wales—3}. 

NAYS-- Messra. Bradbury, Bright, Chase, Davia of Mis 
aissippi. Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Gwin, Ham 
lin, Norris, Turney, Walker, Whitcomb, and Ywlee—13. 

So it was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee is to insert the following item: 

** Por expenditures incident to the issuing of the ten mil 
hions stock for Texas indemnity, ten thousand doliare.’’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. [received this morning, since 
the bill was called aps an estimate from the War 
Department founded upon a mistake formerly 
made, One is in relation to the pay of the Texas 
volunteers. I propose to strike out the words 
** for the pay of Texas volunteers called into ser- 
vice by the requisition of Brevet Major General 
Brooke, $156,424,’’ and insert the following: 

** Por the pay of the several companies and the expenses 
of the tirce companies of the ‘Texas volunteers called into 
the service by the requisition of Brevet Maj. Gen. Brooke, 
$235,934 33.> 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. There ia a similar amend- 
ment in relation to the four companies of volun- 
teers called into the service in New Mexico by 
Brevet Lieut. Col. Washington, in the year 1849. 
[ propose to strike out $18,410 80 and insert 
$35,530 20, so as to read $35,530 20. This, too, 
was an error in the original estimate, not having 
included transportation and subsistence. 

The amendment was avreed to. 

Mr. YULEE. Ihave an amendment to offer 
in the phraseology of a part of the bill, without 
increasing the amount appropriated. [tis to make 
the prevision for the payment of certain troops in 
Florida conform to the phraseology of a bill for 
the same purpose passed at the last session. | learn 
from the other House that it is necessary, to ena- 
ble the intention to be carried out. I beheve there 
is no objection made by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, 

The amendment is as follows: 

In line 209, page 9, after the word “ forty-nine,” insert: 
* Under such rales and regulations as have heretofore gov- 
erned the adjustment of similar claims of th® several States 
on the United States, for moneys advanced and paid, and 
for expenses incurred and obligations contracted by said 
State, for stibsistenee, supplies, and service of local troops 
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called into service during the year 1649, by and wader au- 
thority of said State,” 


| that amendmeut is in order under the rules? 
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is a question how far these agents can hind the 
Government without the authority of Convyess 
But ! will not undertake to decide ‘that, because | 
suppose it will come up in another bill. The, 
there is a question whether the eighty thousan) 
dollars was not given as a gratuity, and as a fy)! 
discharge of all claims. It is stated that M, 
Hawkins assumed the amount due at $100,000 
Congress has paid $85,000, and that amount wa; 
distributed on the same principle that we distributed 
other claims upon ourselves or foreign ations 
When the amount was unliquidated we have paid 
or agreed to receive a certain sum, in lieu 6; 
all demands, to be distributed pro rata amongst th. 
claimants. We say the same respecting claims oj 
our citizens upon Mexico, and especially may yw. 
say it if this was a gratuity to satisfy them, dea). 
ing with them as we were with a weak and de. 


7 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. I have an amendment which 
I desire to offer, to come in after line 153: 

** For liquidated balance found due the C reek Indians for 
losses sustained during the last war with Great Britain, by 
that portion of the tribe that was friendly to and coéperated 
with the United States, in accordance with the promise of 
the Government, $110,417 90.” 


Mr. BADGER. I desire to inquire whether , 
Mr. HUNTER. Itis in order, It is an esti- 
mate which was made in the Department, but was 
omitted in the House of Representatives and in the 
Finance Committee. Itis a very old transaction, 
and involves many considerations, commencing in 
1814, and the payment was made in 1818. It will 





He’ 


, advocate them. 


| the loss of all their property. 


| take some time to enter into an examination of it 


now. I had supposed it was designed to wait, 
and not introduce this amendment until the Indian 
bill came up. I have not examined the claim very 
fully, and would rather reserve my opinion with 
regard to it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Theamendment is in order, 
I presume, for it is one of the regular amendments 
of the Department. The suggestion of the Senator 
from Virginia, that it is an old transaction, is not, 
in My Opinion, any argument against its payment. 
If the dan has been a long time due, I think 
that, instead of lessening our obligations to pay, 
it increases them just in “proportion to the time 
which it has been delayed. As the Senator has 
suggested, it would take some time to go fully into 
the explanation of the subject, and therefore [ will 
state that, in my opinion, it is perfectly germane 


| and proper as a part of the deficiency bill, because 


itis intended to supply a deficiency in a former 
appropriation. 
tion was made, these claims were investigated, and 


not quite half was paid—the appropriation not being | 
| Sufficient to pay the whole amount of the claims | 
which were established, and they were paid in the | 


proportion of $800 for every $2,000. 
The fact that these individuals have been kept 


out of their money since 1818 for their services in | 


the late war with Great Britain, I think, consti- 


tutes a high and imperative obligation on the Gov- ; 


ernment to make compensation now, and not to 
delay any longer. I am not aware that these In- 
dians have had any agents here to urge their 
claims, and | will state simply the reason why I 
There is but a single case that I 
know of in my State. It is the case of an old 
woman, the widow of an old Indian chief, Joseph 
Fletcher, who was friendly to the United States 
during the war with Great Britain. During the 
war he suffered and lost his property, so as to 


break him up and destroy the little means he had. || y: ' 
| thought proper, at the time the treaty was being 
| negotiated, to say to the Indians that no doubi the 


He had engaged in the war under the promise 
from the Government or its officers that he should 
be compensated, Strong exertions were made to 
break off these [ndians from their friendly relations 
towards the United States, but the agents of the 
Government told them to remain firm and faithful, 


and that they should be compensated for all their | 


losses and all the injuries they sustained. Trust- 
ing to the promises thus made to them, they re- 
mained faithful, and in some cases they suffered 
When im 1818 
their claims were pressed, a proportion was paid, 
but not enough to cover the ascertained amount 
by half; but, as is stated, it was paid in the pro- 
portion of $800 for every $2,000. They have 


waited patiently, and not been clamorous in their | 


demands. But this matter has been brought for- 
ward at different times, and, I am sorry to say, 
has been rejected. Last Spring, in May, 1850, 


the then Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. | 


Brown, addressed a letter to the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, which letter is in 
the appendix to the report of the present Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, explaning this whole 
matter, and stating all the facts and arguments. 
Based upon the facts of that report, the present 
Commissioner has renewed the recommendation, 
and the Department has adopted this appropria- 
tion to meet the balance due. It is not a claim to 


| be ascertained, but it is already aacertained, and 
| the payment of it stands pledged. 


r. HUNTER. There are more doubts in rela- 
tion to this claini than the Senator from Arkansas 


seems to imagine. The question is whether it || 
/ was a claim or whether it was a donation, and it | 





reserve it for the 


As far back as 1818 an appropria- | 


' claim under the circumstances advance. 


, refused. 


endent tribe. But I hope the Senator from A; 
ansas will not es his amendment here, by: 
ndian bill. 


Mr. BORLAND. Ido not like to withdray 


the amendment, and I am sorry to see so muc}, 
opposition to it. 
amendment was so obviously proper in itself, tha 
it would meet with the concurrence of the Senate 


I was really in hopes that th 


Should it be rejected, I shall endeavor to bring \ 
up hereafter. i 
But the Senator says that the estimate of Haw 

kina, the Indian agent, was that $100,000 would 
be enough to cover all the losses. That was 4 
mere guess, if I may so say, and did not bind the 
action of the Government at all, nor of the In 
dians. The promise made at the time was nota 
positive promise, but such an assurance as that 
they, trusting to the good faith of the Govern 
ment of the United States, under representations 
made by its officers, agreed to sign the treaty on 
condition that this application and this statemen 
should be sent on with the treaty, and be consid- 
ered at the time the treaty was adopted. ‘The es. 
timate of Mr. Hawkins that $100,000 would cover 
all, did not affect the rights of individuals. He 
was mistaken, for when the officers of the Goy 
ernment went into an investigation of the matter, 
they clearly found that $100,000 was not enougi 
by one half; and only $85,000 was appropriated 
The balance now necessary to make up the def- 
ciency is $110,000. Because Mr. Hawkins made 
a mistake in the amount necessary to be paid, we 


' should not refuse to pay what was actually lost 


It has been estimated item by item, as any one 
will see who looks into the affair, and upon good 
evidence, such as satisfied those who examined 
it, that these articles were lost, making up the 
amount claimed. 
Mr. PEARCE. 
these individuals. 
inserted in the 


This is no claim of right by 
If it was it would have been 
treaty. But the Indian agent 


United States Government would indemnify them 
for losses sustained at the hands of hostile troops 
The Indians, therefore, relied upon this, and ex 
pected from the bounty of the Government indem- 
nity of some sort. The losses were estimated «| 

100,000, and four years after the treaty was made 

ongress appropriated the sum of $85,000, which 
in their judgment was a full settlement of an) 
might upon their bounty, which these Indians 
In 1824, 
I think, another claim was set up for further lib 
erality. The matter was referred to the Commit 


_ tee of Ways and Means in the House of Repre- 


sentatives, which reported against it, and it was 
I do not know that it has ever been 
ressed since, and -it seems to me that after this 
apse of time, after Congress has given what they 
thought proper as a gratuity, it is rather too late 
now to ask more. I hope it will not be adopted 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill as amended -was then reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. TURNEY. I would ask the chairman ot 
the Committee on Finance to explain the amend 
ment making the appropriation for contingent ex 
penses of the office of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs sent a letter giving an account of money 
expended by his predecessors, amounting to $922, 
and the amendment covers the arrearages whieh 
were found to be due. The letter contained a bill 
of particulars, showing the matters for which they 
were expended. 



































1S5l. 


The amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. PEARCE. I desire to amend the bill by 
trikiny out the following: ‘* For thirty-seven tem- 
porary clerks in the office of the Commissioner of 


Pensions, required in consequence of the passage 
f the act of 28th September, 1850, from Ist Octo- 
ber, 1850, to 30th June, 1851, one clerk at the rate 
of $1,600 per annum, one clerk at the rate of $1,400 
oer annum, and for thirty-five clerks at $3 335 per 
day, $29,950;”" and inserting what I send to the 
Chair. [wish to offer it in consequence of a cor- 
rection in the estimates made by the Department 
ofthe laterior. In consequence of the passage of 
the act of the 28th September last, it Was neces- 
cary to employ temporary clerks in the Pension 
Ofice. The item which I propose to strike out 
provides for the employment of a temporary clerk 
it 41,600, and one at $1,400 per annum. The 
amendment proposes to have no temporary clerks 
at such salaries. 

The amendment is as follows: 

‘ For temporary clerks in the Pensiun Office, m addition 
+o the balance of appropriation now on hand, 332,933 27: 
Provide !, That said temporary clerks shall not be allowed 
more than $3 3344 per day.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to offer an amend- 
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Mr. INGE having withdrawn his call for the || Mr. DUER rose for information. He said that 


regular order of business, 
Mr. JOHNSON moved that the report in ques- 


| tion be printed, and laid on the table for the use of 


the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous con- 
sent, leave was granted to withdraw from the files, 


| for the purpose of transmission to the proper De- 


partment, the asia and papers of Mary Wilson, 
the widow of Thomas Wilson, for a pension. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message was received from the Senate by Mr. 
Dickens, their Secretary, returning the deficiency 


| appropriation bill withsundry amendments; which, 


ment, to come in at the same place with the amend- || 


nent I proposed before, as follows: 


« Provided, That the money appropriated in this item 
shall be paid in strict conformity with the treaty with said 
Indians of 6th August, 1846.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


——-+--- — 


IN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tvespvay, February 11, 1851. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock, m. The Jour- 
nal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. EVANS having obtained the floor 

Mr. JONES rose to a privileged question. He 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
had yesterday adopted the resolution proposed by 
the gentleman from ‘Texas, [Mr. How ARD,| to 
rettle the accounts of the late Davin S. Kaurman, 
a member of the House of Representatives, au- 
thorizing the Speaker to pay those accounts up to 
the end of the present session. He (Mr. J.) was 
satisfied that the House had no right to pass such 
a resolution. The law prescribed what should be 
the compensation 

Mr. INGE rose to a question of order. He be- 
heved that the regular business, the special order 
-the Board of Accounts—took precedence of the 
privileged motion made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones. 


The SPEAKER Seidl that it would. 











Mr. INGE called for the regular order of busi- | 


ness. 


Mr. EVANS complained that the gentleman | 


from Tennessee had taken the floor from him, and 
subsequently the gentleman from Alabama had 
moved the regular order of business, he (Mr. E.) 
still retaining the floor. He held that that motion 
could not be made until he had yielded the floor. 
He would, therefore, ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a joint resolution, which 
was read for information, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
somuch of the act passed September 30, 1850, as provides 
for the extension of the Capitol, be and the same is hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. INGHPobjected, and the resolution was not 
received. 

Mr. INGE renewed his call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, requested the 
rentleman from Alabama to suspend his call for 
u e regular order of business, in order that he 


Mr. J.) might introduce a resojution to have the | 


report of the Committee on Indian Affairs printed 
for the use of members of the House. It was a 
report of the very highest importance and neces- 


‘| not report them to the House. 


ity, in regard to the whole of our Indian relations, ' 


and he hoped that the House would consent to 
lave it printed, that it might be laid on the table 
lor the use of the House. If this was not done, 
when the Indian appropriation bills come up, the 
House would be compelled to act in ignorance. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, by unanimous 
consent, was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. ; 

A short time afterwards another message was 
received from the Senate, asking for the return of 
the bill, on account of some informality. It was 
returned. Subsequently it was again received from 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee of 


Ways and Means. 


Mr. INGE renewed his call for the regular or- ' 
| der of business. 


BOARD OF ACCOUNTS. 

The SPEAKER stated that the regular order of 
business was the consideration of the report of the 
Committee of the Whole on the special order, be- 
ing a bill to establish a Board of Accounts. The 
pending question was on agreeing to the amend- 


| ments reported by the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, on which question the 
previous question had been demanded. 

Mr. INGE ingutred whether this day had not 
been set apart for the consideration of the business 
of the District of Columbia? 

The SPEAKER stated that it had been, and 


that when the previous special order had been dis- 


yaa of it would be the next business in order; 


ut that the special order, the Board of Accounts, 
took precedence of any other business. 

Mr. INGE said, that if the previous question 
received a second, it would then take but a short 
time to dispose of the bill. But if it was not sec- 
onded, he would then move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the spiel! dekel until to- 
morrow, and that the House proceed to take up the 
business of the District of Celumbia. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, inquired if the 
call of the committees for reports was not the first 
business in order? 


The SPEAKER said that the special order 


must first be disposed of before any other busi- 


ness would be in order. 

The previous question having received a sec- 
ond, the main question was ordered, which main 
question was first on agreeing to the first amend- 
ment reported by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first amendment 
reported by the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union was to strike out the first see- 
tion of the bill and insert in lieu thereof the bill 
reported by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Daniet.]} 

Mr. ASHMUN rose to ask, in order that the 
House might vote understandingly, if the House 
should reject the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, the first section 
would net stand as originally reporied by the 


| committee as it came from the Senate ? 


; case. 


The SPEAKER said that such would be the 
All the amendments to the first section 
of the original bill were lost, and the substitute 
for that section being reported the committee did 
The committee 
had reported two amendments to the House; the 
one to strike out the first section and insert the 


| bill reported by the gentleman from North Caro- 


| 


| really between the original bill and the bill Pete. 


lina, (Mr. Danren,] and the other to strike out 
the remaining sections of the bil to make it con- 
form to the first amendment. It appeared to the 
Chair that there would be no impropriety in tak- 
ing the question on both these amendments at 
once, for the last was dependent on the first. If 
there were no objection, to save time, the ques- 
tion would be propounded on agreeing to both 
amendments at the same time. The question was 
ed by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Dantet.]} 


| viz: that this board in 


he wished if possible to aave this bill, and to putit 
ina shape in which it might pass. He wished to 
inquire of the Chair whether, if the previous ques- 
tion was reconsidered, it would then be it order to 
move an amendment to the original bill, like that 
which he had moved in Committee of the Whole, 
their decisions shall be 
governed by the established principles of law and 
equity? 

The SPEAKER replied, that an amendment 
would be in order under the practice of the House. 

Mr. BURT wished to know whether, su »pos- 
ing the previous question was recéuailediit the 
qustion would not i first on the amendment re 
ported by the Committee of the Whole on the 
state ofthe Union? and whether if that amendment 
should be voted down, it would not then be in 
order to amend the original bill 

The SPEAKER stated that the rentleman from 
South Carolina was correct in his statement of 
the question as it was pending, but the Chair 
would remind the gentleman, as the Journals of 
the House would show, that the prattice had long 
existed in this House that where a committee re- 
ported various amendments, the Chair entertained 
an amendment either to the criginal bill or to anv 
of the pending amendments. Such a practice was 
rather an innovation on the correct parliam« ntary 
yroceeding, but it was nevertheless well established 
»y the usage of the House. 

Mr. DUER moved to recensider the vote on 
ordering the main question, and gave notice that 
if the motion prevailed he should then move his 
amendment. 

Mr. VINTON inquired whether, if the vote was 
reconsidered, the second to the previous question 
could be reconsidered ? 

The SPEAKER replied, that where the vote 
ordering the main question to be now put was re 
considered, it was a reconsideration of the second 
The second is a mere appendage to ordering the 
main question to be now put, and is reconsidered 
by the motion reconsidering the main question. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Durr’s 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered to be now put; and it was 
not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. McLEAN, of Kentucky, called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 85, nays 106—as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Beale, Bell, 
Bingham, Bowlin, Boyd, William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph 
Cable, Campbell, Cartter, Clarke, Daniel, Danner, Dim 
mick, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Eliot, Alex. Evans, Feather 
aton, Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Giddings, Gil 
more, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan. Isham 
G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Inge, 


| Joseph W. Jackeon, Andrew Johnson, La Sére, Leffler, 


| Parker, Peasice, Penn, Phelps, 


Littlefield, Job 
han, MeMullen, 


Mann, 
Morris, 


Mason, McDowell, MeLana 
Morrison, Olds, Otis, Outlaw, 
Potter, Richardson, Rob 
bins, Robinson, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Shep 
perd, Silvester, Spaniding, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Stetson, Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, 
Van Dyke, Venable, Walden, Wallace, Wentworth, 
Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Young—85. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews. Ashmun, Bayly, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, 
Booth, Bowie, Breck, Brisbin, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Burrows, Burt, Butler, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Chandler, Clingman, Williamson R, 
W. Cobb, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, De 
berry, Dickey, Dixon, Duncan, Edmundson, Nathan 
Evans. Ewing, Freedley, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Grin 
nell, Hatloway, Hammoud, Hay, Haymond, Hilliard, Hol 
laday, Holmes, Howard, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jack 


|! son, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, Jones, Julian, 


James G. King, John A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, McKissock, Robert M. 
MeLane, Finis E. MeLean, MeQueen, Meacham, John K. 
Miller, Daniel F. Miller, Millson, Moore, Morse, Morton, 
Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Peck, Phenix, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, 
Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rose, Ramsey, Schenck, 
Schermerhorn, Seddon, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Taylor, Thomas, James Thompson, John B. Thomp 
son. Thurman, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Welliborn, 
White, and Williams—106. 

So the amendments were not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on orderine the bill 
to a third reading. 

Mr V A N DY KE aa ed Lo lay the bill upon 
the table apn 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, called for the yeas 
and nays on that motion; which were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 95, nays 99—ae 
follows: 


VY EA®@—Meeers. Albertwon, Averett, Bay, Beale, Bell. 
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Ringham. Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Joseph Cable, 
Campbell, Cartter, Clarke, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Col- 
cock, Daniel, Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, 
uer. Durkee, Feathersion, Fowler, Fuller, Gerry, Gid- | 
dings, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampeon W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hebard, Hibbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson, Jones, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Ma- 
xon, Matteson, McDowell, McLauahan, Robert M. Me- | 
Lane, MeMullen, Metlueen, John K. Miller, Mitlson, 
Morris, Morrison, Olds, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, 
reun, Phelpa, Potter, Richardson, Robbins, Root, Ross, | 
Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schooleratt, Shepperd, Sil- | 
vester, Spaulding, Riehard H. Stanton, Alexander ff. Ste- 
phens, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob ‘Thompson, | 
James Thompson, Toombs, Van Dyke, Walden, Wallace, 
Wellborn, Wiittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, and 
Young 95. 

NAYS—Mesers. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews, Ashmun, Bayly, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, 
Breck, Brisbin, Brooks, William J. Brown, Burrows, Burt, | 
sutler, E. Carrington Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph 
P. Caldwell, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Cole, Conger, 
Corwin, Crowell, Dixon, Duncan, Edmundson, Eliot, Atex- 
ander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch,Gentry, Gil- 
bert, Gott, Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Hay, Hay- 
mond, Henry, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Hous 
ton, Howard, Nowe, William Tl’. Jackson, James L. John- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, John A. King, La Sore, 
Levin, Horace Mann, Marshall, McGaughey, McKissock, | 
Finis E. McLean, MeWillie, Meacham, Moore, Morse, 
Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Peck, Phanix, Pitman, Powell, 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, | 
Rose, Kuinsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Sprague, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddens Stevens, Taylor, | 
John B. Thompson, Thurman, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, and Wright—99. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The question was then taken on ordering the | 
bill to a third reading, and decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

The bill was then read a third time, and the 
question now being, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. NELSON moved the previous question, | 
which received a second, and the main question | 
was ordered, which main question was on the pas- | 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. CARTTER called for the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted— | 
yeas 99, nays 107—as follows: 

Y EAS—Measrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Bayly, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, 
Briggs, Brisbin, Brooks, William J. Brown, Burrows, Burt, 
Butler, Bh. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Chandler, 
Clingman, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dixon, Dunean, | 
Edimundson, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ew 
ing, Gentry, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Grinnell, Malloway, 
Hammond, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Hoadland, 
Holladay, Hotlines, Houston, Howard, Howe, William T. 
Jackson, Janes L. Johnson, Robert W. Jolmson, Kerr, G. 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, La Sire, Levin, 
Horace Mann, WeClernand, McGaughey, McKissock, Finis 
Kk. MelLean, Meacham, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morse, 
Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Peck, Pha nix, Pitman, Powell, Put- 
nam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rose, Rumsey, Schenck, 
Schermerhorn, Seddon, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thur- 
man, Underbil!, Venable, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, White, 
and Wright-—99. 

NAYS—Mesars. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bay, 
Reale, Bell, Bingham, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, A. G. Brown, 
Joseph Cable, G. A. Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, | 
Clarke. W. RB. W. Cobb, Coleoek, Daniel, Danner, Deber 
rv, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duer, Durkee, Featherston, 
Fitch, Fowler, Freedley, Puller, Gerry, Giddings, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, 
Hibbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew John 
son, Jones, Julian, Lefie, littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, 
Mason, Matteson, Mebowell, MeLanahan, Robert M. Me 
Lane, McMullen, MeQuueen, MeWillie, John K. Miller, 
Millson, Morris, Morrison, Olds, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, 
Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Potter, Richardson, Rob. 
bins, Root, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Sawtclle, Schoolcraft, 
Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob | 
Thompson, James.Thomp:on, ‘Toombs, Van Dyke, Wal- 
den, Wallace, Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wil- 
drick, Williams, Wilmot, and Young—107. 


So the hill was rejected. 

Mr. iNGE moved to reconsider the vote b 
which the House refused to pass the bill, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. DUER called for the yeas and nays on the 
latter motion. He hoped that the vote would be 
reconsidered and the bill amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VINTON inquired whether, if the vote was | 
reconsidered, the bill would be open to amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not be 
open to amendment until the House had reconsid- 
ered the previous vote. The bill had been ordered 
to a third reading, and the House would have to 
reconsider that vote before the bill could be 
amended. 

Che yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. 
incr’s motion to lay the motion to reconsider on 





the table, and resulted—yeas 94, nays 95—as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Beale, Binz- 
ham, Bowlin. Boyd, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. 
Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Clarke, Williamson RK. W. 
Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, Deberry, Dimmick, Doty, Durkee, 
Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Fuller, Gerry, Giddings, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hay- 
mond, Hibbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Leffler, Litdefield, Job Mann, Ma- 
son, Matteson, McDowell, McLanahan, Robert M. Me 
Lane, MeMutien, MeQueen, McWillie, Joon K. Miller, 
Millson, Morris, Morrison, Olds, Orr, Os, Outlaw, Owen, 
Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Richardson, Robbins, Root, 
Ross, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schoolcraft, Silvester, 

Spaulding, Richard H, Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 

Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Toombs, 

Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, Wellborn, Whittle- 

sey, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Young—4. 

NAYS—Messra. Alexander, Alien, Alston, Anderson, 
| Andrews, Ashmun, Bayly, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, 

Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Brisbin, Brooks, Willian J. Brown, 

Burrows, Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cal 

vin, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Cole, Conger, Corwin, 

Crowell, Dixon, Duer, Dunean, Edmundson, Fiiot, Alex- 

ander Evans, Nathan Evans, wing, Freedley, Gentry, | 

Goodenow, Gott, Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Hay, 

Henry, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Houston, Howard, 

Howe, William T’. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, | 

Ueorge G. King, James G. King, Joim A. King, Levin, 

florace Mann, Marshall, MeClernand, MeGaughey, Me- | 

Kissock, Finis E. MeLean, Meacham, Daniel F. Miller, 

Moore, Morton, Nelson, Ogie, Phoenix, Pitman, Powell, 

Putnam, Reed, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Schenck, 

Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. 

Stanton, Taylor, Thurman, Underhill, Venable, Vinton, 
Watkins, Wentworth, White, and Wright—95. 


So the motion to reconsider was not laid upon 
the table. 

The question recurred on the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. INGE hoped that the House would not || 
object to devoting the rest of the day to the busi- 
ness of the District of Columbia. He moved that 
the further consideration of this subject be post- 
poned till to-morrow. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, suggested to the 
House the propriety of postponing the further 
consideration of this question until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 
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motion of his colleague was in order pending the 
operation of the previous question? 

The SPEAKER replied that the previous ques- 
ion was exhausted. 

Mr. DUER asked whether, if the subject was 
postponed, it would come up to-morrow, and from | 
day to day until disposed of? 

The SPEAKER stated that it would be the spe- 
cial order for to-morrow. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 

| postpone, and it was decided in the negative—ayes 
60, noes 92. 

‘The question recurred on the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was rejected. 

Mr. DUER hoped the vote would be reconsid- 
ered, and that the bill would be amended and put 
in such a form as to pass the House. He moved 
the previous question. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered; which main ques- 
tion was on the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was rejected. 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 102, nays 94—as follows: 
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drews, Ashmun, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, 
Breck, Briggs, Brishin, William J. Brown, Burrows, But- 
ler, EB. C. Cabell, Jos, P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chand- 
ler, Clingman, Cole, Conger Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, 
Dixon, Duer, Dunean, Edmundson, Eliot, A. Evans, N. 
Evans, Fitch, Freedley, Gentry, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Hammond, Hay, Haymond, Henry, 
Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Howe, 
William T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, Jutian, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, John 
A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, Marshall, MeClernand, 
McGaughey, McKissock, Finis E. MeLean, Meacham, 























horn, Seddon, Shepperd, Sprague, Stanly, F. P. Staaton, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, 
Underhill, Vinton, Watkins, Wentworth, and White—1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Bayly, Beale, 
Bell, Bingham, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, luel, 
Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Clarke, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Deberry, 










1.G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Heb- 






Johnson, Jones, Leffler, Lit lefield, Job Mann, Mason, 













THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HILLIARD inquired of the Chair, if the || 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, An- |} 


Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, | 
Pheenix, Pitman, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, | 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Schenck, Schermer- | 


Dimmick, Doty Featherston, Fowler, Fuller, Gerry, Gid- | 
dings, Gilmore; Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, | 


ard, Hibbard, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew | 


Matteson, McDowell, Mclanahan, Robert M. McLane, | 
McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, John K. Miller, Milison, | 





Morris, Morrison, Olds, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslor 
Penn, Phelps, Richardson, Robbins, Root, Ross, Sackett’ 
Savage, Sawtelle, Schoolcra‘t, Silvester, Spauiding, R. H” 
Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Ja_ 
cob Thoinpson, James Thompson, Van Dyke, Walden 
Waldo, Wallace, Weliborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wij. 


| liams, Wihnot, and Young—94. 


So the vote by which the House refused to pass 
the bill was reconsidered. 

Mr. DUER inquired if it was now in order to 
move to amend the bill? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not. 

Mr. DUER moved to reconsider the vote by 


| which the House ordered the bill to a third read. 


ing, and called for the previous question. 

Mr. INGE moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table, 

Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania, called for the 
yeas and nays on that motion, which were order- 
ed, and being taken, resulted—yeas 92, nays 9]~— 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Beale, Bell, 
Bingham, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Buel, Burt, G. A. Caig- 
well, Cainpbell, Cartter, Clarke, W.R. W. Cobb, Coleock, 
Daniel, Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Feat) 
erston, Fowler, Puller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gornram, Hamil. 


| ton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Har. 


ris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hunter, Lage, 
Joseph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Lefiler, Liz 


| tlefield, Job Mann, Mason, Matteson, McDonald, Me Dow 


ell, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, 
MeWillie, John K. Miller, Morris, Morrison, Olds, Orr, 
Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Richardson, 
Robbins, Root, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schioo! 
craft, Silvester, Spaulding, A. H. Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Stetson, Sweetser. Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 
Thompson, J. B. Thompson, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, 


| Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wit- 
|| mot, and Young—922. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashiun, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck, Brigzs, 
Brisbin, William J. Brown, Burrows, E. C. Cabell, Joseph 
P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, Cole, 
Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Edmuid- 

/ son, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Freed 

ley, Gentry, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
| Hall, Halloway, Hammond, Hay, Henry, Hilliard, Holla 
day, Houston, Howard, Howe, W. T. Jackson, James L. 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, John 
| A. King, Levin, Horace Mann, Marshall, MecClernand, 
McGaughey, MeKissoeck, Finis E. McLean, Meacham, 
Millson, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Phuenix, 
Pitman, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rock- 
well, Rose, Rumsey, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Seddon, 
Sprague, Stanly, Taylor, Thurman, Underhill, Vinton, Wat- 
kins, Wentworth, and White—91. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. INGE moved to lay the bill upon the table. 

Tellers were called for and ordered, and Messrs. 

ticHARDSON and ANDREWS were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
| 94in the affirmative and 89 in the negative. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, called for the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered, and being taken, 
| resulted—yeas 100, nays 96—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bay> 
| Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bingham, Bowlin, Boyd, A. G. Brown; 
Buel, Burt, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, 
| Cartter, Clarke, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, Danner, 
| Deberry, Dimmick, Dunham, Durkee, Featherston, Fitch, 
| Fowler, Fuller, Gerry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, 
Hamiltoiu, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Hunter, Inge, Jo- 
seph W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Julian, Leffler, Little- 
| field, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, McDonald, 


'| McDowell, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, 


| McQueen, MeWillie, J. K. Miller, Millson, Morris, Morri- 

son, Olds, Orr, Otis, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, 
| Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, 
Schoolcraft. Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Richard i. 
Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Stetson, Sweetser, Thomas, Jacob 
| Thompson, James Thompson, Van Dyke, Walden, Waldo, 
| Wallace, Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wil- 
mot, and Young—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashmun, Bennett, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck, 
Briggs, Brisbin, William J. Brown, Burrows, Butler, E. C. 
| Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Cling- 
man, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Dixon, Duer, Dun- 
can, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Pathan Evans, 
Ewing, Gentry, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
Halloway, Hammond, Hay, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, 
Hoagland, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Howe, William T. 
Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, 
Levin, Horace Mann, MeClernand, McGaughey, McKis- 
sock, Finis E. McLean, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Nel- 
son, Ogle, Peck, Pheenix, Pitman, Powell, Putnam, Reed, 
Reynolds, Risley, Robinson, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Taylor, John B. Thompson, Thurman, 
| Underhill, Venable, Vinton, Watkins, Wentworth, and 
White—96. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. INGE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid on the table, and to lay 
that motion on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 























1851. 


On motion by Mr. GORMAN, the House then 


adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred to appropriate committees : 


| 


| 


} 


By Mc. CHANDLER: The memorial of numerous citi- | 


zens of Philadelpbia, asking for protection against the vie- 

lation of the patent laws of this country by manufacturers 

in Canada. ‘ ss bat . 
Also, several memorials from citizens of Philadelphia, 


asking for a modification of the tariff with regard to raw | 


e several memorials from numerous citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, asking for a modification of the bounty land law 
of S50. y 

Also, from seamen employed in the Gulf of Mexico in 
the late war, asking for bounty land. 

Also, from Catherine Williams, of Marietta, Ohio, 
asking compensation for losses by French spoliations pre- 
vious to 1800, 

By Mr. MOORE: Two memorials of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, asking that all persons entitled to the benefits of 
the late bounty land act may receive not less than one hun- 
dred and sixty acres. 

By Mr. WATKINS: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Jefferson county, Tennessee, asking for the repeal of the 
act which recently passed the House of Representatives to 
reduce and modify the rates of postage. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of David Walker and 
24 others, for a new post route from Washington to Good- 
hope, in Fayette county, Ohio. 

By Mr. OGLE: The petition of John M. Austin and 80 
other citizens of Fayette county, Pennsylvania, asking a 
modification of the present tariff laws. 


By Mr. HUNTER: The petition of Thomas Wilson and || 


61 other citizens of Somerset township, Belmont county, 
Ohio, for the repeal of the fugitive slave law. 


Also, the memorial of Richard White, assistant messen- | 


ger in the Sixth Auditor’s office, for an increase of compen- 
sauion. 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of John N. Sloan and 
others, for a light-house at Sloan’s Point, on Lake Erie. 

Also, the petition of William Hack and others, of Ohio, 
for a post route from Shelby, Richland county, Ohio, to 
Broken-Sword, Crawford county. 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 62 citizens of Monroe 
county, Indiana, praying Congress to repeal the fugitive 
slave law of the last session. 


—— 


Also, the petition of 180 citizens of Leicester, Massa- 


chusetts, praying the same. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: The petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Fulton county, Illinois, for a mail route from Ver- 
mont, via Marietta, Lee Centre, and Virgil, to Woodstock. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Lllinois, for the 
free use of the public lands for actual settlers. 

By Mr. HOWE: The petition of John Bell and 25 oth- 
ers, citizens of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to repeal the fugitive slave law. 

By Mr. DOTY : The memorial and letter of J. O. Hen- 
ning on the subject ofa mail route from Ezhoorah, (Pres- 
cott,) by Willow River, to St. Croix Falls. 

Also, the petition of William Miller, A. M. Gard, Asahel 
B. Foster, James 8. Ewing, and others, for a mail route 


from Berlin, by Willow Creek, Poysipi, Pine River and | 


Land, to Waupaca, in Wisconsin. 

By Mr. ALBERTSON: The petition of C. J. Battell 
and 63 other citizens of Evansville, Indiana, praying Con- 
gress to establish a national armory and foundry at that 
point. 








IN SENATE. 
Tcespay, February 1], 1851. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, presented a | 
memorial from merchants and residents of Valpa- | 
raiso, setting forth the extreme inconvenience to || 


which they-are subjected from the want of such 
postal arrangements as in their opinion may be 


easily obtained between Valparaiso and Panama, || 
and, through the American mail packets, with the || 
They ask that the Government | 


United States. } ; 
should avail itself of the services of the mail 


steamer already established there, as they under- | 


stand that offers have been made to receive and 
de'iver our mails in the same manner as the mails 
of Great Britain to such agents as the Government 
may appoint; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, a memorial signed by citizens of Lynn, | 
interested in pat- 


Massachusetts, inventors an 
ents, asking that the patent laws may be amend- 
ed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a memorial 
from William B. Tucker and others, inventors 
and interested in inventions, asking a postpone- 
ment of the present bill for the amendment of the 


peas laws, and asking that no action may be || 
a 


ad, and that the matter be referred to a select 
committee to take evidence, hear all parties, give 
notice of time and place, and report such facts as 
they find important, and the state of the patent 
laws as they now exist; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented three 


for themselves and the soldiers under their com- 
mand, to be allowed extra pay on account of the 
extraordinary expenses of living in that country; 
all of which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of Richard Eldward, late 
deputy postmaster at Natchez, asking to be al- 
lowed certain items which had been rejected in the 
settlement of his accounts by the Post Ollice De- 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
Bela M. Hughes, late receiver of public moneys at 
Plattsburg, Missouri, asking to be allowed addi- 
| tional compensation for locating military bounty 
land warrants; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Also, additional documents in relation to the 
claim of Margaret Drew, for a negro that escaped 
| from the service of a quartermaster in the Army; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CHASE presented the memorial of James 
B. Moore and his associates, asking that a con- 
tract may be entered into with them for the estab- 
lishment of a line of mail steamers from Califor- 
nia or Oregon to China. 

Mr. C. observed that the difference between this 
and other memorials on the subject was simply 
this: the memorialist proposes that the Govern- 
ment pay in quarterly payments a sum equal to 
| the amount received on all letters, newspapers, 

and mail matter carried between the points desig- 
nated, provided that the rates of postage shall not 
be less in proportion to the distance than the rates 
charged from New York to Liverpool, and, also, 
that Government shall sell to the memorialist, or 
his successors, fifty sections of land of six hun- 
| dred and forty acres each, to be selected from 
lands in the Territory of Oregon, at the rate of 
$1 25 per acre. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition from Elijah Murray, asking 
that an appropriation may be made for the con- 
struction of a marine railway on an improved 
plan invented by him; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a memorial of ship- 
owners, and other citizens engaged in commercial 
pursuits in the town of Bath, in the State of Maine, 
remonstrating against any increase of the tariff, 
| and especially against any increase of duties on 
iron and coal; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Sarah 
Ann Watson, widow of the late Colonel W. H. 
|| Watson, asking that her pension may be contin- 
ued during her natural life; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY presented a memorial from citizens 
of Pennsylvania, asking a modification of the tariff; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the memorial of Isaac 
Adams, asking an extension of the patents granted 
him for improvements in printing presses; Which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

COLONIZATION. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. I have received, and been 


the Mayor and the Boards of Aldermen and Com- 
' mon Council of the city of Washington, upon the 
|| subject of African colonization of free negroes. I 
| believe the memorial is signed unanimously by 
those bodies, with one exception, that of a mem- 
ber who was absent from the city. They ask the 
favorable action of Congress upon the proposition 
for the colonization of the free negroes of this coun- 
_ try upon the coast of Africa, upon a plan reported 
_ favorably upon in the House of Representatives. 
They state, in reciting the evils arising from the 
increase of the free negro population in this coun- 
| try, and especially in this District, that out of a 
| population of forty thousand within this city, eight 
thousan@ are free negroes. I move that the me- 
morial be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
| to which similar memorials have been referred. 
| The motion was agreed to. 


CASE OF GEORGE MORRIS. 
|| Mr,.UNDERWOOD. I wish to present the 


1] ; : re 
memorial of George Morris, who was a soldier in 


memorials from officers of the army stationed in || the war of 1812, whose story is one of some inter- 


the ninth military district in New 


exico, asking || 


partment; which was referred to the Committee | 


, requested to present to the Senate, the memorial of 


est. He represents that he was captured at the | 
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dU3 
battle of the River Raisin, with the troops engaged 
in that action; that after the battle he was taken 
by the Indians to the region near Lake Saperior, 
and kept at the western termination of that lake, 
and in that quarter, going to and fro, as the Indians 
migrated about, until the year 1816, three or four 
years afler the battle. When he obtained his 
liberty, it being purchased by some persons near 
Detroit, and returned to Kentucky, he found that 
most of his officers had been killed or had died, so 
that it was impossible for him to obtain the pay to 
which he was entitled. He represents that when 
young and active he cared very little about his pay, 
but as he has grown old and has a large family of 
children, he thinks that, in consequence of his long 
detention among the Indians, growing out of his 
service for the United States, Congress ought to 
yay something for those sutlerings and services. 
| move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. Puexpes, it was ordered that 
leave be granted to withdraw the papers of William 
Johnson and G. Kidwell. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEBS. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 


Claims, to which was referred House bill for the 
relief of Isaac Cook, reported back the same with- 
out amendment. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of Samuel Boots, asking the 
vayment of a balance of salary claimed to be due 
iim as a clerk in the Treasury office, submitted 
a report in writing, which was ordered to be print- 
ed, recommending that the prayer of the petition 
be rejected, 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of Tobias 
Purrington, a clerk in the Comptroller’s office, 
asking an increase of compensation, submitted a 
report in writing, which was ordered to be print- 
ed, recommending that the prayer be not granted. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of certain clerks in the Sec- 
ond Auditor’s office, asking an increase of com- 
pensation, submitted a report in writing, which 
was ordered to be printed, recommending that the 
prayer be rejected, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of John MeAvoy, submitted 
a report in writing, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read and pass d to a second 
reading. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of William Wood, in behalf of himself and acom- 
pany of riflemen, asking to be placed on the same 
footing in regard to bounty land as the volunteers 
in the war with Mexico, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same; which 
was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of William H. Payne, in 
behalf of himself and a company of Florida vol- 
unteers, asking compensation for their services in 
the Florida war, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of 8. L. Sparkman and 
John Parker, captains of rangers during the late 
difficulties with the Florida Indians, asking remu- 
neration for their services and losses, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
same; which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the documents in relation to the claim of 
Aaron Jernigan and the men under his command 
for compensation for services during the Indian 
disturbances in Florida, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same; which 
was agreed to. ; 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Wm. R. Shoemaker, mil- 
itary storekeeper at Santa Fé, New Mexico, ask- 
ing an increcse of pay for his services while per- 
forming the duty of commissary, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
same; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Richard G. 
Dove, asking compensation for his services as as- 
sistant messenger in the Third Auditor’s office, 
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submitted a report in writing against the prayer 
of the petition; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of Thomas 
M. Hope, asking to be reimbursed for moneys 
paid out by him as United States marshal, made a 
report in writing, which was ordered to be printed, 
recommending that the prayer of the petition he 
rejected. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Nicholas M. Kerr, asking 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITCOMB, from the 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial of 
Mary B. Renner, asking compensation for the 
property of her husband destroyed during the 
ast war, submitted a report in writing, which was 
ordered to be printed, accompanied by a bill for the 
relief of John F. Callan, administrator of Daniel 
Renner, deceased, which was read and passed to a 
second reading, 

Mr, HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the communication 
from the Treasury Department, transmitting the 
report of Professor ee ee et under the 
superintendence of Professor Bache, asked to he 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Printing; which was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE that three thou- 
sand additional copies be printed for the use of 
the Senate, the motion to print was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
report of the Secretary of War, communicating, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, Co!. 
MecCall’s report in relation to New Mexico, re- 
ported back the same to the Senate with a recom 
mendation that it be printed, as coming from a 
highly intelligent officer and containing information 
extremely valuable to Congress and the country. 
The recommendation of the ¢omiittee to print the 
document was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
memorial of the members of the Virginia Legisla- 
ture, in favor of the establishment of aline of mail 
steamers between the United States and the west- 
ern const of Africa, and the memorial from the 
members of the Virginia Reform Convention, in 
relation to the same subject, reported in favor of 
printing the same; which was agreed to. 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instrifeted 
to inquire into the expediency of reducing the standard of 
the fractional silver coins of the United States. 

Mr. TURNEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered by the Renate, 
the messengers be continued during the recess, whose duty 
it shall be to fold and transmit to Senators all public docu- 
ments ordered for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS submitted the following resolu- 
thon for consideration: 


-_ 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be authorized 
to employ a clerk from the commencement of the present 
session of Congress, to be employed during the recess in 
making a classified index and digest of the reports heretofore 
made on private elaims, with such other duties as the com- 
mittee may require, at the usual rate of compensation. 

WESTERN ARMORY AT PADUCAH. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 offer the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
western anoory, which may be hereafter erected, at Padu- 
cah, in the State of Kentucky. 

As this is a mere resolution of inquiry, I ask 
the Senate to consider it now. I hold in my hand 
a communication from the people, through their 
representatives, who have prepared statistics of 
Paducah, which I will not detain the Senate with 
recapitulating, but will hand it to the Reporter, 
and ask that it may be published as a part of my 
speech; und | would ask Senators, if the dubject 
is acted upon, to take into consideration the sta- 
tistics of that plare and its suitableness for the 
ee of erecting an armory. 

he following is the communication referred to: 
Papvcan, HER Bugtness Statistics, &c.—The under- 


s'gned, with the view t have presented fairly and fully the || 





Committee of | 


_ TED CONSEEOR AL Che 


business of the tewn of Paducah, addressed the following 
interrogatories to leading business men and manufacturers 
and mechanics: 

From Watts, Given §& Co., and Smedley ¥ McConnell. 

GENTLEMEN: Ih answer to your interregatories we reply 
as follows: 

ist. Can boat stores and ali articles necessary for the re 
pairing of steamboats be had here at prices as low as at any 


other place below Cineinnati, and in sufficient quantities? | 


Answer. Yes, certainly they can. 

2. What amount in value the consumption of boat stores 
Old here in 1850? 

Answer. We would say $100,000 

3d. How many tons of way-freight reshipped from Padu 
cah in 1850? 

Auswer. Itis impossibie to speak with accuracy. Some 
days, for instance this day, 2,900 tens. ‘The amount ts very 
great. WATS, GIVEN & Co.., 

SME. LEY & McCONNELL. 
From Messrs. W. F. Nrton and James Larmon. 

Ist. How many steresa « business houses in Paducah 

Answer. 63; 1&8 dry .vods stores,24 groceries, 2 boat 
stores, 3 furniture Warehouses, 3 tin and stove factories, 3 


harness makers, 3 millinery shops, 5 merchant tailor shops, .) 


and 2 drug stores. 
2d. What was the probable amount of business done in 

1350 in dry goods, haniware, and groceries, and by the 

houses above mentioned ? 

Answer. About $600,000, JAMES LARMON, 
W. PF. NORTON. 
From Messrs. Langstaff § Hulme,recently of New Jersey. 

lst. How many manufactories are there in Paducah and 
its Vicinity ¢ 

Auswer. 9 propelled by steam,2 tanneries, ! flouring 
mill,1 planing machine, 2 saw-imills, three saws each, | 
foundry, 1 star candle and lard oil factory, } stave manufac 
tory, and other manuflactories not propelled by steain. These 
establishments employ about two hundred white operatives 
and laborers. 

2d. Can white labor bi 
what number? 

Answer. We can always engage white labor as low as 
at the Lact, and no doubi any demand ean easily be sup 
plied. 

3d. What amount of value of lumber sawed and sold here 
in 1850? 

Answer. Four millions of feet; and the amount from the 
Tennessee and Ohio rivers is very great. Our sales of lum- 
ber in 1850 amounted to $75,000. 

4th. From your knowledge and experiences 


had here at fair prices, and in 


can be had here to supply a largely increased demand ? 
Answer. We would sooner rely upon procuring white 


| labor here at fair prices and in large numbers than in New 


Jersey. LANGSTAFF & HULME. 
From Messrs. ¥. W. Hurt and H. W. Brown. 
Ist. How many houses were built in Padueah in 1850; 
Answer. Ninety. 
2d. How many house-carpenters and joiners, brrekma 
Keres and masons, plasterers and painters ’ 
Answer, 
white labor can be had at any time to meetany demand. 
H. W. BROWN, 
W. W. HURT. 
Mr. J.D 


place in 1849; that be cultivates alarge farm in [linois, op- 
posite Paducah, and that white labor can be had here in 


greater numbers than in Illinois, and that he hires his hands | 


in Paducah to cultivate his farm. 
Mr. U. C. P. Pool makes a similar statement. 
Mr. W. A. Lee and L. W. Rawileigh state that they are 


hoat builders, residing in Paducah; that in 150 not less | 


than one hundred ship-carpenters and men were employed 


| at that business; that not less than sixty-five steamboats 


were built and repaired at Paducah in 1850, and at least 


$300,000 was paid out in 1850 at Paducah for boats built | 


and repaired. 
Letter from Lt. Col. 8. H. Long, Topographical Engineer. 
LOUISVILLE, January 29, 1847. 
Dear Sin: At the instance of our mutual friend, Judge 
Carapbell, of Paducah, I take leave to offer a few remarks 


on the port of Paducah, expressive of my conviction of its | 


eligibility as a commercial depot. 
Paducah is situated on the Ohio, about forty-eight miles 
above its mouth. This portion of the river, viz: from Pa- 


dueah to the Mississippi, is navigable in the lowest stages | 


of the water, for steamers and other craft, drawing at least 
three feet. Below this point no navigable stream enters the 
Ohio. Itis the uppermost point accessible to the descend- 
ing navigation, both of the river itself, and of all its naviga- 
ble tributaries. 

In view of the great thoroughfare from the Atlantic coast 
via Charleston, Savannah via the Western and Atlantic 
Railroad of Georgia, and the Tennessee river, which is 


| expected to be opened at an early date, Padueah may be 


regarded as the mc :t favorable position on the Ohio asa 
depot for the cotton trade. Lt will be no less faverable as a 
dep3t for pork, bacon, flour, and other provisions which 
will constitute return freights in connection with the trade 
just mentioned. 

The tobacco, hemp, &c., reared on the Ohio and its trib- 
utaries above this point may very conveniently be stored 
here, and reshipped as occasion may require, to New Or- 
leans, Charleston, or Savannah. 

Large supplies of salt are required in the int@ior and 
back part of 
nas, &c., which may be collected and deposited at this, 
more conveniently than at any other point. 

The town site is sufficiently elevated to be above the 
reaeh of the highest freshets, presents an even aspect, and 
is easy of access from the river, which in its passage by the 
town affords a deep, safe, capacious and commodious har- 
bor, along the Kentucky shore from the mouth of the Ten- 
nessee downward, in all stages of the river. 
land and remain here secure from drift wood, floating ice, 
and all other anneyances, 


| and resold at Paducah. 


having lived | 
until recently in New Jersey, do you believe white labor | 


| business and her wealth. 


Not less than four hundred, all white men; | 


Allard states that he resided in Hlinois on the | 
Ohio above Paducah about ten years; that he moved to this | 








Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia, and the Caroli- | 


Boats can | 
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Among the products that may easily be concentrated a; 
Paducah, are abundant supplies of iron, of the best quality, 


from the Cumberland and Tennessee rivers ; choice timber 
and stone for building from the same sources. Stone coal 
from Haweville and Tradewater mines. Lead from the 
upper Mississippi, &ce., &e.  - 
‘These brief and hasty remarks are submitted with the hope 
that they may throw some light on the character and import- 
ange of the locality in question as a commercial depit. 
am, sir, very respectfully, your most obedient servan 
8S. H. LONG. 
Hon. R. A. ParTerson, 
Senate of Kentucky, Frankjort, Kentucky. 


The statistics in these documents show that seven hun- 
dred intelligent and skillful mechanics and Operatives are 
employed in the various departments of labor; that sixty- 
five steamboats, built and repaired at an expenditure of 
$300,000, and boat-stores to the value of $100,000, haye 


| been built and expended in the year 1850, and distributed in 


the city. From this business a market and a ready sale js 
afforded for all the surplus of our farmers; and each year 


| this profitable branch of business will no doubt continue to 


increase. Itis so much foreign capital paid out for labor 
and supplies, the product and growth of our immediate yj- 
cinity. In addition to this, $75,000 worth of lumber is cyt 
and seld from the growth of our forests bordering upon the 
Tennessee river, and lumber to an equal amount is pur 
chased from mills on the Ohio and Tennessee, and consumed 
‘These large suis amount to more 
than a half million dollars. At the same time the sales of 
dry goods, hardware, and groceries amount to $600,000, 
andthe estimated value of houses built 350,000, making the 
aggregate of one million two hundred thousand dollars, 
It will be perceived that the business of four tanneries 
and other mannfactories are not included, and no doubt 
would swell the amount to $1,500,000. It may be stated, 
in connection with the above exposé, that this business done 
at Padueah in 1850 promises to be greatly augmented in 
each subsequent year. Situated at the junction of the Ohio 


| and Tennessee, healthy, and above the overflow of the high- 


est freshets, a navigation but seldom impeded, coal and iron 
in the greatest abundance in its vicinity, Paducah possesses 
superior advantages over any town upon the Western rivers. 
The Ohio passing for more than one thousand miles from 
the north and east, through different degrees of latitude, 
and a country unsurpassed in fertility of soil and mineral 
wealth; the ‘Tennessee, coming from the States of Georgia, 
Alabama, and ‘lennessee, bring together at Paducah the 
varied products of ten States. As a point for manufactories, 
it has no rival in natural advantages—a large and fertile back 
country—within fifty miles of the Mississippi—its rive: 
communication places it in connection with every portion 
of the Valley of the Mississippi. Padueah now attracts 
a large share of public attention—her back country, but re- 
cently a wilderness, is being filled up by enterprising farm- 
ers; her commercial and manufacturing interests are daily 
increasing, and the enterprise and public spirit of her citi- 
zens will soon develop all her natural resources, and by a 
judicious system of improvement, multiply and increase her 
J. CAMPBELL, 

N. LANE. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE MOUTH OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. SOULE moved to print two thousand five 
hundred additional copies of the report of Mr. 
Charles Ellet, on the subject of deepening the 
mouths of the Mississipp. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. It is known that 
an appropriation was made to defray the expense 
of a survey of the Mississippi river, with a view 
to ascertain the best mode of preventing its over- 
flow, by deepening the entrance into the Gulf of 
Mexico. Reconnoissances were made by officers 
of the topographical corps, and by the corps of 
civil engineers. We have already ordered the 
publication of an extra number o sm of the 
report of the topographical officers. This motion 
is to print an extra number of the report of the 
civil engineers. Anterior to this examination a 
very full survey was made by a very distinguished 
officer of the engineers, and this report rests main- 
ly on that survey, made at a former time, and at 
great expense to the Government. 

The proposition, if ever entertained, should be 
entertained now, before the types may be broken 
up. Yesterday morning the report wes laid upon 
our desks, and if the number of extra copies 1s 
ordered now, it is probable they may be stricken 
off without new composition. I believe the report 
to be a very valuable one; it has beeif examined 
by the distinguished officer of the engineers upon 
whose report it rests. The publication of an ex- 
tra number of copies is thought quite desirable, at 
least to that portion of the country most interested 
in the work, 

Mr. BENTON. I wish merely to ask on what 
principle it is proposed in the report to deepen the 
river; whether by tapping it and letting the water 


| out, or by building embankments and keeping it 


in? 

Mr. DAVIS,.of Mississippi. The report, of 
which it is now asked that an extra number of 
copies may be printed, is that of the civil engi 
neers, and relates to the opening of the mouths 
of the Mississippi, and deepening the water upon 
the bar. So far as I can answer the Senator’s 





inquiry, think the report rather Mndicates ‘a tap- 
ving” than @ closing of the river. 
he motion to print an extra number of copies 
was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 

Mr. DOWNS, in pursuance of notice, asked and 
‘btained leave to introduce a bill granting the righ» 
¢ way and making a grant of land to the States 
of Louisiana and Arkansas, in aid of the con- 
struction of a railroad from Providence, or some 
ther point on the Mississippi river, to Fulton, or 
gome other point on Red river; which was read a 
fret and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 

Mr. BORLAND asked to be excused from 
serving on the Committee on Pensions; which was 
agreed to. : 

On motion by Mr. JONES, ordered that a mem- 
ber be appointed to fill the vacancy on the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and Mr. Raerr was appointed 
to fill the same. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was ordered 
that a member be appointed to fill the vacancy bn 
the Committee on the Public Lands; and Mr. 
JoRLAND Was appointed to fill the same. 


CAPTORS OF THE FRIGATE PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. MASON. I desired to make a motion 
yesterday which I was unable to make, and which 
| wish to make now. On Saturday a vote was 
taken, rejecting the bill for the relief of the captors 
of the frigate Philadelphia. I voted with the ma- 
jority, and‘at the request of several persons, and 
among others, that of a Senator who was not in 
his seat when the vote was taken, being obliged 
tu leave the Chamber on account of indisposition, 
not knowing that the vote would be taken, I ask 
the Senate to reconsider the vote rejecting that 
will. I do not mean to debate the question at all. 
I make the motion with pleasure, at the request of 
ther gentlemen, reserving my own judgment upon 
it. I ask only that it may be reconsidered now, 
wd if itis agreed to, itmay lie upon the table to be 
called up at the pleasure of its friends. 

Mr. CLAY. [hope the Senate will reconsider 
the vote, not with any expectation on my part to 
take up the subject now, or perhaps this session, 
to be again discussed, if it is reconsidered, as | 
think it should be under all the circumstances. It 
will be recollected that the Senate was very thin. 
Little over a quorum was present, and the decision 
to which they came was by one or two votes 
ovly—two votes Iam informed; and it was against 
the repeated decisions of the other House and this. 
Under all the circumstances, I think it is due to 
the parties interested, due to’the memory of the 
gallant officer Decatur, who, whilst he lived, I 
take pleasure in saying, was my favorite in the 
Navy of the United States. It is due to all par- 
ties concerned to give it a full and fair consid- 
eration when there is something like a full Senate. 
[ hope the reconsideration will be made, and ‘the 
subject be laid on the table, to be taken up, if it 
can be at this session, and if not, at some other 
session, without any prejudice arising from the 
decision of Saturday. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to, twenty- 
seven voting in the affirmative and thirteen in the 
negative. 


Mr. CLAY. ‘That subject is now before the | 


Senate for consideration. 
table. 


The motion was agreed to, 
THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


move to lay it on the 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, ordered that a 


inessage be sent to the House of Representatives 
isking the return of the bill to supply deficiencies 
in the ee for the service of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1851, which had 
been sent by mistake, 

eee a message was received from the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Younc, return- 
ing thé Said bill, which was then read a third time; 


and the Seton was stated to be upon its passage 
ed. 


as amen 
Mr. EWING. I avail myself of the oceasion 


of the passage of the bill to correct an error into |) § rece 
'| in merehandise and provisions, due by us to said W. G. 


which the honorable Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
l'vrwey] fell yesterday. He toolr occasion to 
‘ay, mm the debate on the bill, that while I was 
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Secretary of the Interior I had ordered to be pai 
to individual creditors of Indians, money which 
was due by treaty to the Indians, and directed by 
treaty to be paid percapita. I said in reply to him 
that I did not think anything of the kind had oc- 
curred, but I could not say positively. He stated, 
in reply, that he had it directly and expl.citly from 
the Second Auditor of the Treasury. Krowing 
in my conseience it was impossible that such a 


' thing could have occurred, I addressed a note last 


evening to the Second Auditor, inquiring of him 
whether he made such a statement, and, if so, re- 
questing him to refer me to the case, that I might 
see whether he was correct in his facts and his 
construction. I now have his reply, which is as 
follows: 
Wasuineron Crry, D.C. 

Sir: Inanswer to your note of this date, stating that 
“Mr. Turney said in debate to-day, and referred to me as 
‘authority, that you, while Sccretary of the Interior, or- 
‘dered a sum of money to be paid the creditors or agents 
‘of certain Indian tribes, which money was by treaty stip 
* ulation made payable to the individual Indians of the tribe 
, ** | have to answer that I said, that under a de 
cision of yours the Indian Bureau had directed the Indian 
Annuities in certain casds to be applied to the payment of 
individual claims against the Indian tribes. The cases to 
which I referred were the Pottawatomies and other claims, 
which, not being in my office, I cannot now refer to spe- 
cifically, but which ifyou desire [ can give you a list of to- 
morrow. I[ do not recollect having used the expression per 
capita during the conversation. I expressed my opinion 
against the power to apply the Lndian annuities to the pay- 
ment of individual claims against the Indians, in their indi 
vidual Or associate capacity. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

P. CLAYTON. 


per roitea 
per capita, 


Hon. Tuomas Ewine, U,. S. Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, | have examined the treaty 
under which the payment was made. It is the 
treaty of the Sth and lith of June, 1846. The 
part of it which bears upon the question is the 
seventh article. It does not direct the payment of 
the annuities to be wade per eapitaatall, Itdirects 
that they shall be paid to the tribe or nation gen- 
erally. 

Mr. TURNEY ° Will the Senator be kind 
enough to read that part of the treaty ? 


Mr. EWING. I will do so with pleasure: 


Extract from the seventh article of the treaty of the Sth 
and 17th June, 1846. 

“The balance of the said sum of 850,000, after deduct 
ing the cost of removal and subsistence, &c., it is agreed 
shall remain with the United States, in trust for said In- 
dians, and an interest of five per cent. aanually paid there 
on, commencing at the expiration of one year after the re- 
moval of said Indians, and coutinning for thirty years, and 
until the nation shall be reduced below one thousand souls.*? 

There is not a word about payments per capita, 
but, as I said before, the interest or annuity was 
to be paid to the nation generally, subject of course 
to the then existing law regulating Indian inter- 
course. This was the act of June 30th, 1834, and 
will be found in the 4th vol. of the United States 
Statutes at Large. The section which bears on the 
matter in question, and which I read, is on page 
1137: 

Section 11 of act for lhe organization of the Depart- 

ment of Indian Affairs, approved June 30, 1834. 

* And be it further enacted, That the payment of all an- 
nuities or other sums, stipulated by weaty to be made to any 
Indian tribe, shail be made to the ohiefs of such tribe, orto 
such person as suid tribe shal! appoint; or if any tribe shall 
appropriate their annuities to the purpose of education, or 
to any other specific use, then to such person or persons as 
such tribe shall designate 

This 1s the law which was in force at the time 
of the execution of the treaty, and which, in con- 
nection with the treaty, constituted the rule by 
which I was governed, and to which I conformed, 
or ought to have conformed, in makiag the order 
oles to. 

have before me a printed copy of the several 
claims on which my decision was asked. They 
purport to be national obligations, aud they were 
proved to have been executed at the same time 
and by the same councils of Indians, chiefs, head- 
men, warriors, and young men of the Pottawato- 
mie nation, that executed the treaty, and are 


| witnessed by the official interpreter and superin- 


tendent of Indian affairs. One of the obligations, 
and they are all alike in substance, is as follows: 
“ @6,410 70. We, the chiefe, headmen, waniors, and 
young men of the Pottawatomic nation of Indians, solemn 
ly bind and pledge ourselves to pay to W. G. and G. W. 
Ewing, or order, six thousand four hundred and ten dollars 
and seventy cents, without defalcation, for value received 


and G. W. Ewing, up to this date; the funds to pay the 


|| amount abeve stated, $6,410 70, to be taken from the first 
|| moneys acerning from the treaty made at Council Bluffs, 


ee 
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6th June, 1846, and Osage River, S. Agency, |7th June, 
1846, payable in two annual installments. 
“ Given under our hands, this 17th Jane, 1846. 
Bigned by To-pe-na-see & Ornene 
** Interpreter—J. N. Bowrassa. 
* Witness to signatures—Tuos. H. Harvey, 
‘ Superintendent Indian .4ffairs.'* 
And the whole effect of my decision was, that 
this bond, and others like it, given by the Indians 
in council, at the time of the execution of the 
treaty, signed by the chiefs, the headmen, the 
warriors, and the young men, and witnessed by 
the Superintendent of Indian Affairs, should be 
considered as a national obligation and dealt with 
accordingly. I have a copy of the decision before 
me. It is as follows: 


Extract from letter of instructions of April 14, 1849, 
Jrom the Secretary of the Interior to the Conemis 
sioner of Indian Affairs. 

‘*T have determined, in the case of the claims of the un 
dermentioned individuals, to regard the obligations giveu 
by the Pottawatomie Indians on the 6th and 17th June, 
1846, as settling the qnestion as to the liability of the nation 
to liquidate them. They may, therefore, be paid, and as 
follows—except aa hereinafter stated, in three equal install 
ments—the first out of the amount of the annuities to be re 
mitted this Spring; the second out of the sum to be remit 
ted for the Fall paymentof this year; and the third and 
last, out of the amount payable in the Spring of 1850. ‘The 
last two installments to be paid when the annuities for the 
respective periods named are forwarded.’ 

The question once settled that the obligation was 
national, and that the annuity was payable te 
the chiefs or the person whom the nation should 
appoint, the settled rule of practice in the Indian 
office, as | found it, was to treat the obligation to 
pay out of the annuity as an appointment of the 
obligee by the tribe to receive so much of the an 
nuity as he was entitled to. It was to that extent 
a valid letter of appointment. This, it is to be 
remembered, was'no new rule of mine, but the set- 
tled practice as I found it in the office. As to the 
opinion of the Second Auditor that my decision 
was wrong, that is a matter of very little conse- 
quence. I do not think he intended to misrepre 
sent anything, or to make mischief by his some- 
what free and loose communication. It was, | 
suppose, a specimen ima. smal! way of what my 
friend from South Carolina (Mr. Burier] calls 
‘*autobiography.”’ But he certainly misled the 
honorable Senator from ‘Tennessee entirely. The 
case had no connection or relation to that which 
the Senator supposed , or any principle in common 
with it. ‘ 

Mr. TURNEY. As to the conversation be- 
tween myself and the Second Auditor, I recollect 
distinctly that he spoke of the per capita fund. 
The object was to amend the law, so as to pre 
clude the possibility of squandering that fund, or 
fiving ita direction different from that intended 
by the treaty. But I do not see that the state- 
ment of the Senator at all changes the matter. 
Here was a fund which belonged to the Indians. 
The treaty did not provide specifically that it 
should be paid per capita; but the fund belonged 
to the Indians, and the order, it seems, was to pay 
out these fuads in discharge of a debt owed by 
the chiefs of the nation. It seems that the money 
was not paid over to be distributed according to 
the’provisions of the treaty, but was to be applied 
to the payment of an individual debt of the chiefs. 
That, in my judgment, was a direct and flagrant 
violation of the treaty, and a fraud upon the In- 
dians. The national fund of the Indians was ap- 
plied to the payment of individual debts, and thus 
their fund was diminished, and thus far the object 
of the treaty was defeated. So I think the case 
brought up was not warranted by law, and was 
certainly a violation of the treaty and a fraud updn 
the Indians. 

Mr. EWING. The Senator has departed from 
the issue we had yesterday, and has made an en 
tirely new one. I am pertectly ready to meet him 
upon that whenever it may be in order. J think 
Ican, in the course of half an hour, perfectly 
satisfy any disinterested man that the payment 
was made strictly according to the treaty and ac- 
cording to the law. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is this debate in order 

The PRESIDENT. It is not strictly in order, 
as it seems to have no connection with the subject- 
matter of the bill. rs 

Mr. EWING. I merely wish to say that ona 
prorer. occasion I shall be ready to satisfy any- 
body of the correctness of the payment. 

Mr. TURNEY. I wish to say that | have not 
changed the issue. I reiterated what I stated yes- 
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terday as information derived from the Second 
Auditor. 

Mr. EWLNG. The Second Auditor contra- 
dicts it, and says he never gave the information. 

Mr. TURNEY. He does not contradict my 
statement, but merely says that he has no recol- 
lection of using the term ** per capita.”’ 

Mr. EWING. If he did make any such state- 
ment as that for which the Senator contends, it 
would have been untrue. That is all I have to 
say. 

The bill was then passed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE LAWS. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr, 
Rusk, came up in its order: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be required 
to proeure for the use of the Senate four hundred copies of 
the acts of the last and each succeeding session of Con- 
gicsas 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the resolution wall be 
adopted. At present we receive from the State 
Department all the copies of the acts of Congress 
which we receive at all, The consequence is that 
we have none on our desks, none to which we can 
refer immediately, and very frequently they are 
not to be found’ in the committee rooms. We 
print other documents, but not this. These doc- 
uments are important for our deliberations here. 
Fewer of the acts of Congress, I believe, are pub- 
lished for the use of the Senate, and fewer of 
them are distributed amongst the people, than an 
other document. ‘The expense will not be cennaie 
erable, but its importance, it seems to me, must 
suggest itself to the mind of every Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. There are two 
editions of the acts of Congres printed. I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate to that fact. One 
edition is printed at the close of the session, and it 
is very badly executed. ‘There is another edition 
printed by order of the Senate that conforms to 
the general issue of the Statutes by Little & Brown. 
That edition has a good index, and it is one to 
which we can refer with satisfaction. If we re- 
quire copies for distribution, it would be better to 
state what edition we are to have distributed. 

Mr. HUNTER, I cannot see what use we can 
have for four hundred copies of the acts of Congress 
annually, 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I do not think this 
resolution ought to be adopted. ‘The number of 
copies proposed to be procured is too great if it is 
for our own use, and not sufficient if these works 
are intended for distribution. I think that there 
will not be much use in distributing the laws of 
the United States asa public document. I take 
it that there are always a sufficient number of the 
statutes to be had. I hope the resolution will not 
be adopted, and | move to lay it on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
»yroceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
belne a bill making a grant of public lands to the 
several States of the Union for the relief and sup- 
port of indigent insane persons. 

Mr. PEARCE. Thuis bill was under consider- 
ation at the close of the last session of Congress, 
and I believe was before the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Various amendments were 
offered and rejected, and an amendment to the 
third section had I think been adopted. At that 
stave of the bill its eatin was moved to 
the second Monday of the present session. On 
the second Monday of this session its further 
postponement was moved, and it was made the 
special order for an early day in January. It has || 
now come up for the first time this session, I do | 
not propose to delay the Senate with any discus- 
sion of the bill at the present time. I hope the | 
amendments will be gone through with, au thie; i} 
if the occasion requires it, T shall, before the vote | 
is taken, say what may seem necessary. 

Mr. GWIN. I am entirely opposed to the |) 
passage of this bill, but I do not wish to enter into || 
a discussion of it, as time is very precious. I | 
wish to have a test vote taken upon the bill, and | 
therefore | move to lay it upon the table, and on. 
that motion T ask for the yeas and nays. ti 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being |) 
taken, were: i 

YEAS—Moessrs, Butler, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, | 
Dodge of Wiseonsia, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Felch, || 


Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Rhett, Walk- || 
er, Whitcomb, and Yulee—17. u 
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_ whieh they should be sold for what they will bring. | 
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ton, Berrien, Borland, Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Da- | 
vis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Downs, Ewing, Foote, | 3 , 
Greene, Hamlin, Mangum, Miller, Norris, Pearce. Pratt, || U’y computes that it will take at the rate the public 
Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Turney, || lands have been heretofore sold sixteen years to 


Underwood, Upham, and Wales—33. || get rid of these ninety-five millions. Now if vo 
So the motion was not agreed to. || put a condition here that these lands shall not 
Mr. CLAY. I voted against laying the bill || sold at less than $1 25 per acre, you make a fo. 

upon the table, although I am not now fully pre- || sion that they shall not be sold at all, so tng ts 

yared to vote for the bill. Its object in the main || that continues in force. If we make a grant fab 
is a benevolent one. It is pi a subject en- || all, I am in favor of its being available at once 
titled to consideration how far so large a portion | and there should be no limitation on the ameunt 
of the public domain should be placed under the || at which these lands should be sold, an more than 
direction of a single individual. there is on the amount at which babii 
Mr. PEARCE, If the Senator from Kentucky 
will allow me, 1 will correct a misapprehension 
under which he labors. He supposes the bill 
places a large portion of the public domain under 
the direction of an individual. In that he is mis- | 


five millions of 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ben- | lands at $1 25 until these ninety 
| acres are exhausted. The Secretary of the Treas- 


tors are to 


sell their warrants. 

When we annexed the condition that lands 
granted should not be sold for less than the price 
at which the United States were selling lands, j: 
was for the protection of the sales of the United 


taken. It appropriates ten millions of acres to be || States, because we were then in the market Selling 
distributed ainong the several States according to || lands. But we are now out of the market: we 


the ratio which the bill prescribes. No individual 
is to have the direction of it at all, but the control | 
is given to the States to whom it is apportioned. || 

Mr. CLAY. The fact is, I-have not considered || 
this measure with all the attention which its mer- 
its demand. I should like, I confess, a more 
ample opportunity to consider and examine the 
bill. I will not, however, ask that it shall be | 
postponed unless it is the general desire of the Sen- 
ate. : 

Mr. PEARCE. The postponement of this bill | 
will certainly be fatal to it. I regret that the Sen- 
ator has not had an opportunity of examining the | 
rrovisions of the bill. But it must be remem- | 
pea that almost every provision—every one | || 
believe which was or could be the subject of con- 
test—was considered and discussed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress. The bill was postponed to this 
session, and has been on the special orders ever 
since. An ample opportunity has been afforded 
to members of the Senate to consider it. The 
Senator from Kentucky was absent, | believe, at 
the time of the former discussion. 
fore, it will not be postponed. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended at the last session. The amendment 
was an addition to the third section of these 
words: 

** And that said lands thus granted shall be sold within a 
period of three years after the selection has been made.”’ 

The question was on concurring in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It seems to me that there 
ought to be an addition to that amendment, in or- 
der to make the bill harmonious. A_ preceding 
section of the bill provides that the lands shall not 
be sold below the minimum price of the Govern- 
ment lands, $1 25 per acre. If we adopt the 
amendment, we provide that the lands shall be | 
sold within three years. Ifthey cannot be sold at | 
$1 25 an acre within three years, what becomes of 
them? They would revert, I suppose, to the 
General Government. Some States under this 
provision would be able to sell their lands, and 
others would not. If there is to bea limitation of 
the time when the lands shall be sold, it seems to 
me there shoald bea provision in the bill that they | 
should be sold for the most they will bring. I 
propose to amend the amendment by adding to it 
the words: ‘*At the highest price which can he 
obtained therefor.”’ 

Mr. PEARCE. The operation of the Senator’s 
amendment would be contradictory to a provision 
in the bill that the lands shall not be sold at a price 
less than the minimum price of the Government 
lands. The amendment of the Senator would pro- | 
vide that they shall be sold for what they will 
bring. ‘The Senator ought to specify a time at 


cannot sell an acre, and shall not be in the marke: 
for sixteen years. ‘There is no reason in the world 
why we should put in this limitation, which is now 
made above all limitation, so as to render nugatory 
a grant which is for an eleemosynary, a beneyo- 
lent and universelly useful purpose, when we put 
no such limitation upon the acts which grant so 
much of the public lands to soldiers of the late 
wars, which we all know pass immediately into 
the hands of speculators, and as I am told ‘at an 
average rate of about thirty-three and a third cents 
per acre. 

Mr. PEARCE. The suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri seems to me to be exceedingly 
proper. I was opposed to this proviso, which 
was an amendment to the bill when it was first 
offered. It was carried against the votes of those 
gentlemen favorable to the bill. I think every one 
must be satisfied that such a limitation on the grant 
would render it nugatory, and deprive the bill of 
the character of benevolence which it possesses, 
I hope, therefore, the Senate, without amending 
I hope, there- || the proviso, will nonconcur in the amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would concur in the sugzes- 
| tion of the Senator from Maryland if the amend- 
' ntent can be rejected by the Senate. But I desire 
| to put a limitation upon the amendment so as to 
| render it less objectionable, if it should be adopted. 
| I withdraw the amendment which I offered, and 

propose to amend the amendment made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, by adding at the end of it 
the words ‘‘if practicable.’? Even if this amend- 
ment be adopted, I shall vote against the amend- 
ment which was made in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. WALKER. This matter, so far, seems 
to have attracted the attention of Senators as if this 
fund, or this land which we are asked to appro- 
priate, concerned only the Government of the 
United States and its Treasury. I have been ex- 

| pecting to hear some member from the new States 
make a more general objection to this proposition, 
to leave the price at which these lands may be 
‘| sold unlimited. Have the States, distinct from 
| the Government of the United States, and distinct 
from the interests which the Government may 
have, no interest in this matter? How many 
|, States of this Union, I would ask, have now school 
lands, university lands, and lands for works of 
public improvement, in all of which the State is 
interested in getting the highest price she can, but 
'in regard to which the Government has thrown 
embarrassments in the way of their obtaining any- 
thing for them, if the argument of some Senators 
be correct, by the immense number of land war- 
rants that have been issued ? 

And now it is proposed to bring in competition 
with the school lands, with the university lands, 
with the lands granted for the construction of pub- 
| lic works, ten millions of acres. Ten millions of 
‘acres are to be thrown into the market without 

any limitation upon their price. If we are to be 
asked for our votes for this bill, do not ask us to 





Mr. HAMLIN. Say, after two years. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The idea may be accomplished 
by making it imperative to sell the lands for the 
minimum price within three years, and after the 
expiration of the three years for the highest price | vote thus to cripple the most vital energies of the 
that can be obtained. | States we represent. You do ask us to vote to 

Mr. BENTON. If we make this grant, we ex- || cripple these energies and interests, by asking us 
pect it is worth something, and not blank paper || to vote for this bill at all. But it is going tog far, 
for three years, or for any length of time whatso- it seems to me, when you ask us not only to per- 
ever. We have it authentically communicated to mit our sister States to step in and become the 
us by the Secretary of the Treasury that ninety- | owners of vast bodies of land within our limits, 
five millions of acres will be required to satisfy the but also to permit them to throw these lands into 
warrants of soldiers in the late war; we know that || the market in competition with our own, and, as 
these military warrants are sold so low that the | it would seem, with an invitation that they should 


United States do not expect to sell one acre of their |; undersell us. It is the last thing that ought to be 
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_ked from those representing the new States. It 
_q little unreasonable to ask us to vote for the 

i at all. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me, 
1 will correct an error of fact into which he has 
-jlen. The Senator is mistaken in supposing that 
‘nese lands will come in competition with the lands 
“e the States now in market. The lands proposed 
me appropriated are those now subject to pri- 
vate entry which are already inthe market. Hence 
. does not increase the competition, and cannot 
i»wer the price of the public lands, however much 
‘hat effect may be produced by the bounty land 
.w of the last session. 

Mr. WALKER. Does the Senator attribute to 

e, or would he presume against me, such an un- 


‘nalified amount of ignorance as his language | 


would seem to impute? I know very well these 

ids are now subject to private entry; kut are 
they subject to be purchased at fifty cents or a fip- 
neany-bit an acre? No. The Government has a 
price fixed on them, and below that they cannot 


come into competition with our school lands, uni- | 


versity lands, and lands for public works. I am 
pot complaining of this competition with the sale 
four State lands, if you will make it fair, and 
itit on a fair basis. a. now the Senator from 
\faryland is making a compromise with the Sena- 
tor from Maine {Mr. Hamutn: Oh, no!] or other 
Senators, to bring these lands into competition with 


urs, to leave the States to whom they are to be | 


granted to sell them at any price, and supplant us 
atirely. This is the objection I have to this bill. 


[did not intimate at all that lands at one dollar | 


ind twenty-five cents an acre would be any more 
in competition with us when in the hands of the 
\tates than when in the hands of the General Gov- 
ernment. But I object to suffering States to own 
lands in other States at less than the price for 
which the Government of the United States sells 
those lands. 


There are two classes of Senators, it would | 


seem to me, Who should vote against this bill in 
ay form, One class is comprised of those repre- 
senting the States in which the public lands are 
situated. We have long been complaining. We 
ive long felt the burden of even the General Gov- 
erament being the owner of such an extensive 
mount of lands within our limits. But here isa 

| by the first and second sections of which it is 
proposed that there shall be another great land 
proprietor within our borders. It is the other 


| 





States that are to be permitted to be the owners of ! 


unds within our borders. Those States which 
iaveno public lands within their limits are to be 
rermitted to become land proprietors within our 
borders, and thus increase the embarrassment of 
which we have heretofore complained; and those 
States will either have a benefit to themselves 
which will result to our injury, or what they sup- 
pose will be a benefit, but which will result as an 
jury. The benefit which they obtain, if it is not 
to result to our injury, must leave us the privilege 
of taxation, and, if we are left that privilege, what 


they now suppose will be a benefit to them will, | 


inmy opinion, result"as an injury, and, so far 
from this land going to the ends and purposes for 
which the bill designs it, the States will have be- 
come tax-payers one to the other, and in all proba- 
bility the lands would be exhausted by the taxa- 
tion which the States within which they lie will 
impose upon them. 

Another class of Senators who ought to vote 
against this bill is that class who feel a disposition 
to do justice to the other States, under a proper 
consideration of State rights. There is no Senator 
here who feels that a State ought to be sovereign 
within itself, except in so far as it has given up 
these powers by the Constitution, that can con- 
sistently, it seems to me, entertain the idea that 
another State may be a land proprietor within its 
borders, 

, These are general considerations applicable to 
the bill. I throw them out in order that they may 
be taken up by other Senators, and with the sin- 
cere hope that Senators similarly situated with 
myself will come forward and express their views 
on this matter with more force than I have been 
able to do. 

Mr. PEARCE, I trust I never ‘ presume” at 
all in the Senate. I know that I never impute ‘‘ig- 
horance’’ to any Senator. If I thought any Sen- 
ator were ignorant or presumptuous, I know too 


well what is due to the decorum of the Senate, and |, in that light? Is it not better thus to dispose of |, 


| = 
| of its members to each other, to unpute any such 








bk 
| 
} 


| session does not vary that. 


| consin is under a misapprehension. 


to the courtesy which should mark the deportment 


thing. I am not even presumptuous enough to 
attribute presumption to anybody. But I appre- 
hend that a member of the Senate may, without 
any impropriety and without the least offence, ex- 
press his belief that a gentleman labors under mis- 
apprehension. I still think the Senator from Wis- 
i These lands, 
as I said before, are those which are subject to 
private entry at the ordinary prices. The amend- 
ment which was adopted in committee at the last 
The amendment of 


| the Senator from Maine, as I understand it, does 


not vary it at all. Itis just precisely the reverse 


| of what the Senator from Wisconsin has supposed. 


He has therefore ‘* presumed” that I was ** igno- 
rant’’ of the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 


| It was not I but he who has made this great mis- 


take, and, if there has been any presumption, it is 
not chargeable to me. 

But [ am still more surprised at the observation 
of the Senator from Wisconsin that we are going 
to do great injustice to States to whom large grants 
have been made for purposes of education and in- 
ternal improvements, by authorizing these lands 
to be sold at very low prices. 1 am surprised that 
such an objection should come from that Senator, 
of all the members of this body, because, if | mis- 
take not, he has brought forward a measure cal- 
culated, above all others, to destroy the value of 
the grants which Congress have made to the new 
States. He has introduced a bill to give away the 
lands to every landless man. Has not the Sen- 
ator, by the introduction of that bill, done forty 
thousandfold more to destroy the value of those 
grants than this bill or any other bill of the kind 
could possibly do? I think so. But the Senator 
is mistaken ina point of fact. ‘The amendment 
before the Senate does not propose to destroy the 
value of these grants to the new States, by bring- 


| ing these lands into market ata rate below the 


|| minimum price. 


| osition? 


I think this statement of facts 
answers what the Senator has said. 

Mr. DAWSON. It seems to me that when- 
ever anything is said in relation to the public 
lands, by which justice is to be done to every 
section and every State in the Union, the Senator 


| from Wisconsin [Mr. Waker] especially consid- 
| ers himself the peculiar guardian of the rights of all 


the States save the old States. W hat is this prop- 
It is one founded on philanthropy, and 
founded in the kindliest feelings of the human 
heart. Elere is a class of people known as luna- 


| tics spread throughout the United States, who have 
| not the power even of going and becoming settlers 


in any new country. j 
of preémption, ora right of location of six hun- 
ared and forty acres of land, because they have 
not the mind to do so; and when, for humane pur- 
poses, a plan is proposed by which this unfortu- 
nate class of our race shall be provided with the 
comforts of life and that necessary protection that 
shall save them from want or from injury, the 
Senator rises up and says this charitable intent 
upon your part is calculated to depreciate the value 


| of the public lands in the State I represent. That 


is, you diminish the price by putting your lands 


| into market. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
| Pearce] has very justly responded to the Senator 


| 


from Wisconsin. Is it not for the interest of the 
new States to increase their population? And will 
you not increase the population in proportion as 
you diminish the price of the public lands? Have 
not the new States been trying to do that for many 
years? Andthe honorable Senator from Wiscon- 
sin himself has even held out an inducement for 
those who are foreign to our country to come and 
settle upon our lands and take them for nothing! 


Yet the poor dependent lunatic, who cannot ap- | 


reciate the advantagesor gain any of these rights, 


They cannot gain the right | 


is forbidden by this principle even to receive the | 


benefit of a portion of those rights which natu- 
rally belong to the rest of the people. 
President, when the subject is reflected upon, it 
will be seen at once that the only opposition which 
grows up against this matter 1s, that, peradven- 


Why, Mr. | 


ture, the old States of this Union may receive a | 


proportion of the public lands, in order to relieve 
them from making annual appropriations to sup- 

ort and maintain this unfortunate clams of the 
[aie family. Where can there be an objection 
to it? What feeling can give origin to the thought 







e 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 807 


[oll ainapasne-casnesenseaten —— 


your public land for the benefit of our unfortunate 
people thus situated than to invite foreigners to 
come over and take it, and leave this dependent 
class to make the best way through the world that 
they can? We cannot do a more charitable act 
than that which is proposed by this bill. Thou- 
sands of acres are appropriated in order to dimin- 
ish the prices which it would cost to carry your 
prod ice to market, in order that you may increase 
your dividends at the end of the year. But when 
the poor, unfortunate, dependent lunntic is men- 
tioned, not an acre must be appropriated to relieve 
him from distresses which the God of Nature 
may have inflicted upon him. Think of it, and 
do not bring here your ideas of competition about 
diminishing the price or value of land in the State 
of Wisconsin to bear against this feeling which 
should overwhelm everything as a flood. : 

Why, Mr. President, every new State in the 
Union has had appropriations to extend facilities, 
and many of them appropriations of public lands 
for the erection of those very institutions called 
hospitals or lunatic asylums. And when we wish 
to make the matter general, and give our country 
a character for philanthropy throughout the w orld, 
by making an equal division of the lands among 
the several States, I do hope the honorable Sena 
tor from Wisconsin, for whom Nature has done 
so much, both outside and inside, will have some 
respect for those who have been less fortunate, and 
look down with feelings of kindness on those who 
are destitute. I had thought and I had hoped that 
a bill, founded on such principles as this, and the 
motives actuating it being so pure, would ecarcely 
meet with opposition. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish, for an instant, to 
notice a reply of the Senator from Maryland to 
myself. TheSenator from Maine,{Mr. Hamuty,] 
or some other Senator over this way—lI think the 
voice was that of the Senator from Maine—wished 
to get rid of the limitation now in the bill, that the 
lands shall not be sold at less than $1 25 per acre. 

Mr. HAMLIN. My object was to get rid of 
the positive provision in the amendment, that the 
lands shall be sold within three years; and my 
amendment is only to add the words ‘if practica- 
ble’’ to that proviso. 

Mr. WALKER. The argument certainly was, 
and in some of the forms in which the proposition 
was presented the object was, to get rid of the 
$1 25 limitation. The reports of the debate, if 
made correctly, will show that fact. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Maine sup- 
posed that if the limitation as to time remained in 
the bill, it would be necessary to allow the lands 
to be sold at a lower price than $1 25 per acre. 
The objection to that was first suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri, who thought that if this 
grant was to be made beneficial it should not be 
thus restricted. To that the friends of the bill 
agreed. I said, myself, I hoped the Senate would 
not concur in the amendment made in committee, 
but that they would leave the bill unfettered by 
limitation as to the time of selling the lands. 

Mr. WALKER. It is that then to which my 
remarks are applicable, so far as they have been 
made. To the other reply of the Senator from 
Maryland I wish to say a word. He says lam 
the last one who should object to this proposition 
on the score ef its reducing the price of lands; for, 
he says, I have introduced a proposition which is 
forty thousand times beyond this—alluding to my 
proposition to cede the public lands for the pur- 
pose of actual settlement. Now, it is singular that 
a distinction cannot be seen between this proposi- 
tion and such a one as mine. I have continually 
argued, and shall still continue to argue, that the 

»roposition which I have offered, to cede the pub- 
fie lands for purposes of actual settlement, will in- 


| crease the value of the lands held by individuals 


‘and by States. And now I will give the reasons 
for this. If we cede the lands for the purpose of 
actual settlement, they will not pass into the hands 
of individuals until they are to be actually settled 
and occupied. And I hope I may be permitted to 
use language upon this same subject which I have 
heretofore used in answer to the same objection 
from the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Fevcn.] 
After noticing his objection, which was, that ‘* the 
measure would depreciate property now held by 
States and individuals,’’ I said: 

« Why, sir, the very opposite would be ita effect. In the 
country, as in the city, it is not the price demanded or paid 
for one lot of land that inereases the value of that adjoining, 
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but the improrements made and the business done upon it. 
Take the land ownerin asparee settlement of the West, and 
eeuld you do him a greater favor Uian to give the lands about 
him to those whe would settle and improve them—ereate a 
vecessity for and the means to support schools, roads, mills, 
workehops, and villages? Or, take the New York and 
Roseton coal Company, whose lands stretch across the 
‘tate of Ilinois, and could you benefit them more than by 
etding the lands about them, and hemming in theirs with 
uproved farms? Ths same may be said of the shool and 
her lands of the States.” 


Anybody, it seems to me, will see that this will 
wenase the value of property owned by States 
id individuals. But what is the difference be- 
tween that proposition of mine and the one now 
efore us? Here ts a proposition to vest the title 
of a portion of the public lands within one State 
in another State, to be held by that State at its own 
price, at not less than a dollar and a quarter an 


vere. As the bill stands, the State may sell to | 
whom it pleases on speculation, or in any quantity | 


it pleases, and not to be improved, so as to increase 


the value of adjacent property, or to promote the 
interests of the States where the lands are located. 
By the policy which | propose the lands would be 
settled and cultivated; but here is a distinction, 
ind T hope it may be drawn; and I hope, at least, 
that those whio represent the new States will see 


the distinction, and that ane will not concur in a | 


policy so suicidal,and which would seem to be an 


infraction upon the best, and what ought to be the | 


dearest interests of those States. 


The other view which I have presented was of | 


1 State and political consideration. I believe it to 


he bad policy for even the General Government to 


be the owner ef public lands within the States. 
And much worse would it be if one State should 
e the proprietor of lands in another; for, if the 
State within which the land was situated was not 
llowed to tax it, great injustice would be done; 
and if it were allowed to tax it, how would you 
get at the collection of it, except by sale of the 
land and divesting of the title of the other State? 
If this were not done, there must be a conflict be- 
tween States of some kind or other; and God for- 
hid that there should be any more conflicts or 
prospect of conflicts between the States. I trust 
this bone of contention will not be thrown in 
among them. 

Mr. PEARCE. I suppose the first part of the 
Senator’s argument may be answered by a ques- 
tion. How is the price of one body of land to be 
raised by giving away another and a much larger 
ody of land? The Senator supposes that by 
yiving away lands to the landless the price of the 
lands will be raised. I suppose that when a man 
can get land for nothing he is not very likely to 
give any price for it. Probably no emotion of 
patriotisim—certainly no instinet of interests will 
prompt him to buy what he may have for the ask- 
ig. ldo not see, therefore, how that idea of the 
Senator can be realized, more especially as the 
bounty land law is likely to cheapen the public 
lands so much, and mdeed in a great measure to 
stop their sale. He is mistaken too in the idea 
that this bill proposes to make one State proprietor 
of lands within the limits of another State. It is 
provided that when a State has no suitable lands 
within its own limits it may select lands within 
the territories of the UnitedStates. ‘That excludes 
hes conclusion. 

Mr. WALKER. That was expressly disa- 
vowed at the last session of Congress. If the de- 
bates of the last session upon this bill be consult- 
ed, it will be found that it was expressly disavowed 
that the selection was to be confined to the Terri- 
tories. I do not think, for one, that the phrase- 


\ 


ology of the bill will admit the construction now | 
put upon it by the Senator from Maryland. The 


Senator auswers a portion of my argument by 
asking a question. I will reply by asking another 
question. Do you propose that the States to 
which you desire to give lands, within other 





States, if lam right in that, shall go and imyprove the | 


land, and produce wheat, pork, rice, tobacco, and 

ra, SO as toimprove the value of adjoining school 
lands, university lands, and farm lands? No, sir. 
Nosuch thing is proposed. But it is proposed that 
one State shall hold lands within the limits of 
spother, without regard to the interests of a State 
within which the lands are situated. When we 

ive lands to an actaal settler, he goes there, 
ploughs the land, fenees it in, builds houses and 
haras, raises the products I have mentioned, and 
ontributes to the general wealth by increasing 
‘he value of the property, and@hue yields a reve- 
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nue to the State and to the nation. There is the 
difference between the policy here proposed and 
the poli¢y which I propose. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is not proposed, to be sure, 
that the States to whom the lands are granted 
shall improve and occupy them. But the bill 
makes it the duty of the States to offer the land 
for sale immediately, and to sell them at the earliest 
practicable day. 
I suppose those to whom they sell the lands will 
go to work immediately and cultivate them. 

Mr. BORLAND. As ao representative of one 
of the new States, I desire to say a word, partly 
in response to the remarks of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, in regard to the duties of 
representatives of new States in which there are 
large bodies of the public lands. I am in favor of 
this bill, and it seems to me that the reasons which 
govern my judgment and opinion in regard to tt 


meet and answer all the objections which the Sen- |! 


ator from Wisconsin has urged. He says his 
object is, as the representative of a new State, to 
bring the public lands into private hands, and into 
cultivation, so that the States may become, in the 


true and faithful meaning of the term, sovereigns 


of the soil, with the right of taxing it and deriving | 
He also wishes to enhance the | 


revenue from it. 
value of other lands in the vicinity by bringing 
them into cultivation and private possession. 

Sir, it seems to me that this bill contributes to 


this very end directly, inaterially, and most valua- || 
bly It proposes to divest the United States of || 
all titl 


e to the land, and put it into the possession 
of the States, but not, as the Senator Peon Wis- 
consin seems to suppose, for the States to hold in 
its present condition, unoccupied and uncultivated, 
but with the express provision that it shall be 
brought into private possession and cultivation. 


That strikes me as the object and effect of the | 


bill. 

The Senator speaks of the holding of these lands 
by the States; of the holding it in dead hands, as 
he called it, and deriving a revenue from it. The 


object of the bill is to raise a fund for a particular || 


purpose. How can that fund be raised unless the 
land be sold and cultivated? 
derived from dry land. 
cept by selling the land and putting it in private 
hands. 
the general improvement and prosperity of the 
landholding States will be promoted, and by which 
revenue will be yielded to those States by enabling 
them to tax the lands. 

I think the Senator is mistaken in supposing 
that this bill either requires or permits States in 
which there are no public lands to select their quota 
within the new States. If I understand the bill 
correctly, it provides that the States which contain 
no public lands shall select their lands within the 
Territories in which the Indian title has been ex- 


tinguished, and not within the States which now | 


contain a population. But, whether that be so or 
not, it does not affect the main object of the bill 
and the principle on which it rests, 
object which I have in view,and which I presume 


the representatives of all the States containing pub- || 


lic lands have in view, is at the earliest practicable 
period to divest the United States of all ttle to these 
lands, and put them in the possession of private 
individuals, so that the States shall not only de- 
rive revenue by taxation, but the general prosper- 
ity of the State shall be promoted by increasing 
the population and the agricultural and the other 
productions of the country. I proceed upon the 
general principle that the sooner the United States 
is divested of all title in the public lands the better 
for the Government and the better for the people 
of the States. I hail the introduction of this till, 
and desire its passage, because! think it contrib- 
utes very materially to the agcomplishment of that 
end. 

The Senator from Wisconsin has made another 
objection to the bill, which perhaps has some 
foundation, and which I will prepose to obviate 
at the proper time, by offering an amendment to 
the first section of the bill, limiting the size of the 
tracts in which these lands shall be selected. The 
bill at present is unlimited in that respect, and the 
Senator’s objection seems to me to have some 
foundation, because I think it is bad policy to 
allow lands to be entered in large bodies. I am in 
favor of a subdivision, and I shall propose at the 
proper time an amendment in the form of an ad- 
ditional proviso to the first nection: 





That is ‘the provision of the bill. | 


Revenue cannot be | 
It cannot be derived ex- } 


Weare then making a provision by which 


The great | 





E. 
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| “That the lands hereby granted shal! be selected in tracy 
embracing not more than one section each.’’ 
I think that will meet the objection urged by the 
| Senator, which is the only valid objection t hay. 
| heard against the bill. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I do not propose 
to enter into an argument founded upon a Supposed 
rivalry between the new and the old States, anq 
as little to review the argument which has been 
offered as to whether this measure will result bey. 
eficially to the new States or not. The vote | 
shall give depends upon other considerations thay 
these. Nor will I answer the argument of the 
Senator from Georgia, in which he eloquently de 
scribed the obligations of humanity and charity 
because I do not consider our Government as o}, 
founded for — eleemosynary purposes. W, 
have already been far diverted from the original oh. 
ject of this Grovichibseit; and from year to year we 
are getting yet further from the purposes for whic! 
it was ordained and established. This Govery. 
ment was established as the agent of the States j) 
their foreign relations, and as an umpire betweep 
the States in their relations one to another, not ts 
dispense charities to the indigent, nor to establish 
workhouses or houses of correction for the vicious 
within the States. These objects were all left tp 
| the sovereign States in which they resided before 
| the Union was formed. There they remain now 
with other kindred duties and powers, save when 
they have been removed by that grasping usurna. 
tion which the hand of the Federal Government 
has constantly stretched over the weaker power of 
the States. If we have the power to grant chari 
ties to one class of the community who may be 
suffering, why not to another? If to the lunatic, 
‘|| why not to the blind? If to the blind, why not 
to the deaf and dumb, and to the whole range of 
paupers whose provision is now confided to the 
communities to which they belong? 
It is but a mere subterfuge to say that we do not 
| appropriate money, but grant lands for that pur- 
| pose. We have no more right to grant lands thar 
we have to grant money for the purpose. These 
‘| lands were surrendered to the Federal Govern 
ment @s a common fund for common purposes of 
all the States; and he who will refer to the histo 
ry of the original grant to the Federal Govern 
ment of the power to dispose of public lands be 
‘| longing to the States, will find it was not for the 
purpose of giving to this Government a fund from 
which it should dispense charities to the indigen' 
or to be diverted to any other purpose than of 
placing money inthe Treasury. The grants made 
to the States for the purposes within those States 
should always have been limited to such cases as 
those in which a proprietor might have made « 
grant. In other words, they should never have 
| been given, save where the grant would benefit 
United States through its Treasury. On some oc 
casions I have voted for such grants, but always 
with that rale before me as a limitation. 
I have heard, time and again, the argument tha: 
the old States had an equal right with the new 
States to the public lands. Who denies it? Id 
not, for one. This public domain is the prop 
| erty of all the States. I would not rob the old 
| States in order to benefit the new States. Con- 
cress should watch over the public domain as a 
great proprietor, and now especially should recw 

to the object and purpose of the grant by which 
they became the proprietor. 

Mr. President, this is an object which | know 
appeals to the sympathies of every Senator, and | 
may say of every citizen of the United States. Th: 
sufferings of the indigent msane arrest the atten 
tion and command the warmest sympathies of 

_every one. Too much credit cannot be given to 
the lady at whose solicitation this bill was mtro 
duced. But we should remember that we are here 
under delegated powers, to dispense justice and 
not to answer to our feelings. We are bu 
agents with limited powers, and bound to execul: 
those powers strictly according to the grant 
These are the considerations which will induce 1e 
to vote against the bill. I look not at the question 
whether the old States or the new States will be 
benefited by it, nor whether any particular State 
will gain or lose by the grant. .But I oppose it ov 
the principles of the Eonatitation, which alone 

gives us power to legislate. 

Mr. BORLAND. I deem it proper to say & 
few words in response to a position assumed by 
the Senator from Mississippi. [ claim to be as 





ee ee = —~ 





wo 








aaa 2 = ss 


+ a constructionist of the Constitution as that 
wor or any other. If agrees with him fully in 
eneral principle which he has laid down im 
regard to the powers of this Government, and our 
juues. ; 
operat principle, he has gone a little further in 
ys practical application than I think the facts of 
‘he ease warrant. I believe the position that I 
assumed just now as to the propriety of a grant 
like this, comes within the rule that he himself 
lays down. I stated that the controlling motive 
y ith me in voting for bills like this, was to estab- 
jish on a high and sure footing, on a strong foun- 
dation, the rights and sovereignties of the States, 
aud remove as soon as possible and as far as pos- 
sible, the land of the Federal Power from within 
che limits of the States. 1 agree with the Senator 
that this Government is one exclusively of limited 
delegated powers: that it has no powers which are 
iot conferred by the Constitution. And I agree 
with him, too, that the course of this Government 
has been onward, steadily and fearfully onward, 
towards & concentration, accumulation, and con- 
solidation of power, which will, unless_ resisted 
speedily, be destructive not only of the sovereignty 
of the States, but to the existence of this Govern- 
ment. The great motive with me in voting for 
this bill, and all such bills, is to take the means 
and power out of the hands of the Federal Gov- 
ernment which it ought never to have, and never 
io exercige, and give the proper power to the State. 
is, that I consider the public land as constituting 

in the hands of the General Government the means 

of exercising undue power. 

The possession of large bodies of lands within 
the States cripples the States from the attainment 
of their true positions as sovereigns over the whole 
country which they claim to hold, It is a ruinous 
rower in the hands of the General Government, 
which in may opinion they ought not to exercise 
within the States. 

I have understood all along that the strictest 
construers of the Constitution of the United States 
held that this Government had the power, and that 
itwould be proper, to distribute the public lands 
mong the several States. That has been my un- 
lerstanding, though I may have been mistaken. 
For one, I have always held that the Government 
iad the power and ought to exercise it, and ought 
to exereise it for the very reasons and very con- 
aiderations the Senator from Mississippi hasstated, 
to check the onward course of Federal_power and 
to place the States at the earliest possible day upon 
ihe strongest and surest foundation of State sov- 
ereignty. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. My friend from 
Arkansas agrees with me in the general principles, 
but he thinks this bill eomes within the rule by 
which we are both governed. He thinksthisis a 
ease in which a grant of land will result to the 
benefit of the proprietor; but I always mean the 
palpable, the direct, not the doubtful and remote 
nenefit: such benefit as an individual would recog- 
nize in his own case. I would ask my friend 
from Arkansas, how he expects that theestablish- 
ment and endowment of a lunatic asylum in Con- 
necticut can benefit the Treasury or increase the 
value of lands im Arkansas? If he cannot shaw 

hat, then he cannot bring the case within the rule, 
besause the rule requires that the land shall be 
vranted for a purpose which would enhance the 
value of contiguous lands and result in benefit to 
the Treasury. 

But the Senator says it is his purpose to divest 
the United States of their territory withiu the 
States in order that the States may be actually 
sovereign over the domain within them. Very 
good. It may be a proper object, but it is not to 
he obtained thus, with any propriety, in my opin- 
ion. We lately had among us one whose whedon 
was only equalled by the elevation and purity of 
his character, on whose mind experience, and in- 
‘ensity of feeline and of thought, hai shed more 
of prophetic light than I have ever found in any 
other individual. He onee adorned this Senate 
and oceupied this seat. [Pointing to the seat oo- 
cupied by the late Mr. Calhoun.] He was known 
as the very embodiment of the doctrine of strict 
construction of the Constitution. He never could 
have proposed to distribute the lands among the 
States. We did propose, however, to make the 


States agents for the sale of the public lands, by | 
surrendering the public lands to them and requiring | 
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But 1 seems to me that in laying down a | 


them to pay a certain percentage of the net pro- 


, ceeds into the Treasury of the United States. One 


of the objects which he had in view was to remove 
all possibility of a collision between the Federal 
Government and the States, growing out of this 
tenure of the domain, and which he thought likely 
at some future day might produce collision be- 
tween the Federal Government and the States. 
At the time that proposition was presented I be- 
lieved it the soundest ever made in relation to our 
public lands. 1 would be glad to see it adopted 
now. IL would be glad to see all the public lands 
turned over to the States in which they lie, those 
States being under obligations to dispose of them 
according to the rules and regulations laid down 
by the United States, and to pay into the Treas- 
ury a certain percentage of the net proceeds. 
That is a very diferent proposition, I think, from 
the one referred to by the Senator for the distribu- 
tion of the land among the States. 

I recollect very well, though it has been many 
years since, that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Cray] claimed that the public lands of the United 
States should be held as a sacred fund given for a 
special purpose, that itshould be husbanded and not 
squandered like the profligate who would squander 
hia patrimony before it had yet come into his pos- 
session. It is a question how much we can reserve; 
whether we shail not observe the principles which 
have heretofore governed us, or whether we shall 


|| by this precedent boldly abandon them. We have 
\ great motive with me in voting for such a bill | 


other propositions before the Senate, and if they 
be adopted, there will be nothing of this great pat- 
rimony left to the Federal Government—one of 
them being a proposition to make the immense 
number of land warrants which we have granted 
assignable. This will throw the whole body of 


‘the lands thus granted into the market at once, 


suspend the sales of the United States, and keep 
the land officers engaged in the issuing of land cer- 
tificates in exchange for bounty warrants. I refer 
to it, though not connected with this subject, as 
one of the many instances in winch we are hast- 
ening on to squander our patrimony, the public 
lands. I do not think that this is a bill which 
comes within the rule of conduct by which the 
Senator says he and 1, as strict constructionists of 
the Constitution, should be governed. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, after the free, 
and I may say the lavish appropriations of public 
lands during a long series of years, it seems to 
me to be almost too late to inquire into the consti- 
tutional power of Congress over them. If there 
is any force to be given to precedents, we can ap- 
peal almost with unlimited confidence to the pre- 
eedents which the history of the last thirty or forty 
years furnish us. Not ae has Congress not 
confined its appropriation of the public lands to 
those objects Shick were supposed to be of great 
national importance, but they have bestowed them 
upon States—new States ant old States—for a va- 
riety of purposes other than those which some 
gentlemen think constitutional. It may not be 
amiss for me to mention some occasions on which 
these grants were made. 

P ' 

Besides the five hundred. thousand acres which 
were granted to each State by the act of 184], and 
numerous grants before and since for purposes of 
internal improvement within the limits of the States 
within which the lands lie, we have at different 
times made grants of public lands for a great vari- 
ety of purposes, some of them purely eleemosy- 
nary in their character. We have given lands in 
lilinois for the grading and paving of the river 
bank at Shawneetown. We have given lands in 
Tuscarawas county, Ohio, for the purpose of im- 
proving streets andalleys. We gave lands thirty- 
eight years ago, | think, to the sufferers by the 


earthquake in Missouri, commonly known as the 


New Madrid grants. In 1819 we gave a town- 
ship of land to Connectient to support a deaf and 
dumb asylum. [n 1826 we made an appropriation 


, of the same sort for a similar institution in Ken- 


tucky. re 
These were partial grants. But this bill pro- 
poses Mo partial grants. [ts benefits are as wide 


as the misery which it proposes to relieve. The 
ene is to be equal among the States, 
at least as fair and equitable as it can be made by 
any general rule. The grant is general. It is not 
limited to local objects, nor confined to the limits 
of a single State. The benefits of the bill are as 
wide as the Union, and are such as Congress has 
repeatedly sanctioned. After al! this course of pre- 
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cedents, | shall not inquire into the constitutional 
authority, particularly since, by the great act 
which we passed at the last session, we have made 
the public loads of no value at all to the Treasury 
of the United States. We have applied our great 
national domain to purposes just as purely elee 

mosynary as that intended by this bill. We have 
given to soldiers who have served since 1790 bounty 
lands which we were under no obligation of con 

tract to give for the services which they rendered 
many years since, and when a majority of those 
who rendered those services had long been in their 
graves. This was a pure bounty. I| do not mean 
to attack the motives of those who voted for that 
bill, but I do say that it was an appropriation from 


the public domain which is as remote from those 


objects which some gentlemen now centend are in 
separable from great national purposes as any- 
thing which can be imagined, and that it can be 
sanctioned by no constitutional authority which 


| does not equally justify this bill. The individuals 


who derived benefit from that bounty land act had 

no claim upon the Government other than that 

which the Government in its spontaneous liberaligy 

chose to confirm. By that bill we have given away 

the public lands to the amount of over a hundred 

millions of acres. Is it for those who have dons 

that to say that our hands are now tied? When 

there has been no limit to these donations of pub 

lic lands but our own sense of liberality, is it for 
us on this occasion to oppose the passage of a 
bounty to that class who, above all others, are ev 

titled to our commiseration—who, besides the most 
deplorable physical sufferings, in the midst of des 

titution the most absolute and unrelieved, are ex 

posed to privations far greater than those which 
the most hopeless pauper endures, many of them 
starved, frozen, anthtdy whipped, immured in 
worse than the felon’s cell, cut off from all human 
sympathies, and deprived by an inserutable Prov- 
idence of that reason which alone elevates us above 
the brutes? There are twenty-five thousand of 
these miserable and destitute beings in the United 
States. But, sir, I shall make no oration on the 
subject, though if one sought a theme for declama 

tion [ know none so touching. My friend from 
Georgia (Mr. Dawson] has said perhaps all that 
was necessary in this way. But I contend that, 
after all these examples in which we have departed 
from what some gentlemen consider the lecitimate 
authority of Congress over the public lands, it is too 
late for us now to say our hands are tied by con 

stitutional considerations. The grants of the pub 

lic lands to the different States of this Union hefors 
the passage of the act of last session, and indeed 
before the numerous donations made during the 
last and present Congress, amounted to twenty 
millions of acres for educational and benevolent 
purposes, and for objects of internal improvements 
upon a large and upon a limited seale. And now 
1 do not intend. that my hands shall be tied. If | 
had any doubts I would yield to the force of pre 

cedents, sanctioned by nearly half a century’ 

practice, and which have so recently as the last 
session obtained the approbation of the Congreas 
of the United States in so decided a form. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. If the argument 
of the Senator from Maryland ia to obtain, it fo! 
lows that the Constitution has been repealed an far 
as the public lands are concerned, and that we in 
the disposal of them are turned loose without any 
restriction or limitation to the full indulgence ot 
our sympathies and liberalities. He says he wil 
be no longer fettered by these restraints. I am 
still bound by them, and if I had broken them nine 
ty-nive times I would yet forbear the hundredth 

As to the grants that have been made to the new 
States for educational purposes, the Senator for 
gets that these grants were made for a considera 
tion. That those States surrendered the rieht to 
tax the domain while it belonged to the United 
States and for five vears after its sale. These mre 
the considerations that entitle the new States to 
the grants which have been made for edueational 
purposes, and a percentage on the sales made 
within their limits. It is not a bounty by any 
means. It is a contract, and a very hard contract 
to the new States, by which they lose much more 
than they get. 

There have been some grants made for strictly 
eleemosynary purpeses. The Senator mentioned 
two. I believe there have been three. In each 
case, however, I hold that we have departed from 
the grant of power under which we act. Because 
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it has been done heretofore it does not follow it 
whall be done hereafter; yet such is the conclusion 
at whieh the Senator must arrive from his argu- 
ment. 1 never advocated a grant of land for 
‘*oreat national’? objects, which means in prac- 
tice objects for which a congressional majority 
will vote. [never proposed to grant lands for any 
other considerations than those connected with the 
grant itself, which have brought it strictly within 
the rule of a grant inuring to the benefit of the 
Giovernment. If a grant were for great national 
oljects it might follow that it had no connection 
with the locality of the land. A grant may be 
made of lands in Wisconsin, which the Senator 
before me [Mr. Waker] so carefully guards, for 
the purpose of widening and deepening the en- 


trance to the harbor of Baltimore, or for paving the | 


landing of some other harbor on the sea-shore. 

lt is exactly because of the strict limitation in 
revard to time and locality, which has been con- 
sidered the rule heretofore, and which I think 
should be closely adhered to, that I have been 


willing to make any grant. It is this double limit- | 
ation of space and time that would probably pre- || 
vent the grants thus made from becoming a great | 


incumbrance on the Treasury, even if they were 
uaproperly made; but if properly made they would 


always redound to the benefit of the Treasury and | 


to the Government of the United States. 


Mr. PEARCE. 


sale of the public lands, should be considered as 
having been given for a consideration which the 
Senator has mentioned, that consideration does 
not apply to the innumerable grants of a different 
character which have been made. ‘There was no 


such consideration, far example, for granting a | 
township te Kentucky and one to Connecticut, | 


or making grants of land in ‘Tuscarawas county, 
Ohio, or a grant of her waste or unsold lands to 


college. ‘There has been a great number of cases 


in which we have made grants not all in fulfill- | 


ment of any contract of that sort. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I admit that two 


grants have been made for eleemosynary purposes, | 


one in Connecticut and the other in Kentucky. 
But if the Senator will recur to the history of Ten- 
nessee he will find that there are many reasons for 


that grant, to which he refers, which wiil not ap- | 


ply to one of this character. 


Mr. PEARCE. 


Various grants have been made to dif- 
ferent States, which were not for the purpose of 
fulfilling any such contract; so that I am right in 
the position which I took. Although I repeat the 
expression that I am not now to be fettered by sup- 
xosed constitutional restrictions, | by no means 


eantract, 


intend to be understood as saying that I do net || 
recognize the validity of constitutional prohibitions | 


or restrictions, as the Senator does. Not at all. 
The truth is, the constitutional power of Con- 
gress over the public domain and the public 
money has repeatedly been the subject of doubt 
and contest in Congress. The construction of the 
Constitution | consider as settled by the repeated 
precedents of nearly half a century. 
tertained any doubt heretofore, I should no longer 
entertain it, for it is dispelled by repeated legisla- 


tive decisions in relation to this subject, affirming || 
the power of Congress over the public domain to | 


be greater than the Senator from ee sup- 
imited 


poses it to be. And indeed we have not 


ourselves to the disposition of the public lands in | 


this respect. We have given away the public 


money in many instances almost as freely as the | 
In 1812, I think it was, when | 
strict constructionist, was | 


yable lands. 
Mr. Madison, that 
President, we appropriated $50,000 to be ex- 


pended in provisions to be sent to supply the peo- | 
ple of Venezuela, who suffered from the great | 


earthquake. When the town of Alexandria was 


burnt, we gave $20,000 to assist the indigent suf- || 


ferers by thatcalamity. We have used the public 
lands and the publie money without any such re- 
striction as seems to be supposed by some centle- 
men to be inposed by the Constitution. 
say, therefore, is, that the construction given by 





I beg leave to say that al- | 
though the grant of the sixteenth section in every || 
township to the new States, and the percentage \| 
which they have received from the proceeds of the 


|| tofore understood it. 
‘Tennessee, on condition that she should apply |! 
forty thousand dollars to the establishment of a | 


The grant of five hundred | 
thousand acres, under the act of 1841, to the States | 
in Which public lands lay, (in all six millions of || 
acres,) was not made in fulfillment of any such || 


If I had en- | 


if 
| value. 





What I | 


| these repeated precedents, is such as to make me 
| feel pertectly at liberty to vote for the provisions of 
| thas bill, 

Mr. BORLAND. 
same conclusion, as to the vote I shall give on 
this bill, as the Senator from Maryland, | desire 

| to say that | have not done so from the same con- 
siderations which have been suggested by him, 
nor under the same sense of obligation which he 
| seems to feel to conform to precedent. I have a 


very high respect for precedent; I think it is our | 


| duty to look to it in making up our minds as to 
our powers and obligations here. But it seems to 
me that there is a want of discrimination in regard 
| to the obligation, the force, and authority of pre- 
cedent. Precedent, as | understand it, is strictly 


a law term; and it is proper, so far as the decis- | 


| ions of the courts are concerned, and they become 
obligatory upon succeeding courts, because it is 
necessary to have the law interpreted, and some 
| fixed rule of administration adopted. But in re- 
| gard to precedents, so far as they may affect the 
legislation of Congress, or of any legislative as- 


on our path, to guide us by the experience and 
| wisdom of those who have preceded us, rather 


than as rules by which we are to be governed. | 
We are not here, as | understand, to interpret and | 
| to execute laws which have been already passed, | 
but we are here to pass laws; and in passing those -| 


laws we ought to look to the source of our author- 


ity, enlightened, it is to be hoped and believed, by | 
the interpretation given to that authority by those | 


| who have preceded us, but we are not to be gov- 


| erned and absolutely controlled by precedent, con- | 
|| trary to the dictates of our own judgment. 


But I rose principally to respond to some of the 
| remarks of my honorable friend from Mississippi. 
It seems to me that he makes the rule under which 
we should exercise the power to dispose of the 
| public lands rather more narrow than I have here- 
He announces the rule to be 
that we can only dispose of the public lands as a 


proprietor, where pecuniary benefits will result | 


| directly to the proprietor, Now I do not think 
the rule requires that we should limit ourselves to 
the direct pecuniary advantages that may result 


from the disposition of the public lands, but any | 


advantage that may be sufficient to bring their dis- 


|| position within the rules. Even by the rule which 


the Senator himself has laid down, [ think this bill 
can be fully sustained. He asks if a grant of land 
in Arkansas to the State of Connecticut, for the 


purpose of supporting the indigent insane in that | 


State, can result to the direct advantage of Arkan- 
sas, and if it can result to the direct advantage of 


the United States? I answer that, in my opinion, | 


it results directly both to the advantage of Arkan- 


sas and of the United States; and upon every || 


| principle on which these donations of public land 
iw been made, certainly upon the principle on 
| which I have voted for them, that they would 
| bring a portion of the public land, which might not 
otherwise be brought into private hands, into cul- 
tivation, and divest the United States of their title, 
which would contribute to the general interests of 
| the country, and to the enhancement of the value 
| of adjacent lands. We vote for appropriations of 


|| alternate sections of land, for the purpose of con- 


| structing railroads, upon the principle that by car- 
_rying a railroad through that part of country we 
| induce the settlement of adjacent lands, and thus 
bring the lands into market and enhance their 
It is upon the principle of a great land 
proprietor, so Genet of a portion of his domain 
as to increase the value of the remaining portion 
to an extent greater than the value of the whole 
| before the donation was made. That is my un- 
derstanding of it. 
I think the Senator from Mississippi is wrong in 
_his recollection of the views of the distinguished 
Senator to whom he alluded, now no more among 
us. I think, if he will refer to an authentic, clear, 
and powerful declaration of the views of that dis- 
| tinguished individual which is among our pubiic 
documents, (I mean the memorial of the Memphis 
Convention,) he will find that he distinctly lays 
| down a proposition embracing the very principle 
I have mentioned. He argues in that paper that 
it is not only within the power but that it is the 
duty of the Government to make these grants of 
the public domain, so as to enhance the value of 
| the remaining portion, and make it exceedin value 
| the amount of the whole before the donation. That 


Although I arrive at the | 


sembly, | consider them only as so many lights | 
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is my recollection of the doctrine laid down in tha: 
paper. Lam perfectly “well satisfied, unoy — 
_ quent consultations with the distinguished  jnq;. 
vidual alluded to, that I understood him to velter. 
ate those views, and on two different occasions 
|| when I had to make reports from the Public Land 


|, Committee of this body, I consulted him bef; 
|| writing these reports. One was in favor of gran. 
| ing the swamp and overflowed lands to the States 
in which they lay for purposes of reclamation and 
internal improvement; and the other was a reyp,, 
in support of a bill to grant a section of land in 
each township to the States in which the pubjie 
lands lie for common school purposes. In bot) 
|| these reports the same doctrine is asserted, as ;, 
|| the propriety of which I was very careful to eo). 
sult the distinguished individual alluded to, Boy), 
|, of those bills, I believe, passed the Senate with», 
a dissenting voice. One of them is now pendins 
|in the other House. : 
| I do not think, therfore, that I have deviated ,; 
| all from the rule of strict construction whic) | 
| have never before understood to deny the power 
|, of Congress, as a great land proprietor, to make 
|| use of any portion of its public domain fora pure 
| pose that would enhance the value of the remaiy- 
der. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I do not deny 
that. 
| Mr. BORLAND. 
admit the principle. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I will state very 
briefly what I have said so often before that I fear 
|| some will grow weary of it. I do not deny the 
power of the United States to do that which a 
| proprietor may do—to grant some portion of lands 
|| to enhance the value of the remainder. I have 
not denied that. While up, I would also say that 
| I referred to a projet for the disposition of the pub- 
lic lands brought in by Mr. Calhoun, and not to 
the memorial of the Memphis Convention. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from Missis- 
|| sippi and myself, then, do not differ as to the 
| general principle, but we differ as to whether this 
| bill comes within that principle. I think I have 
|| shown that this bill does come within the princi- 
| ple, because it produces the effect I have men- 
tioned. Will any one deny that the sale of ten 
|| millions of public lands, in different States, seat- 
|| tered at intervals throughout the whole body of 
| the public lands, will enhance the value of the re- 
|; maining lands? When these ten millions of acres 
|| in detached portions are sold and go into private 
| hands and become cultivated, they will enhance the 
value of the remaining lands. If not, how wil! 
|| the running of a railroad through the public do- 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


I understand the Senator ty 


| 





‘| main, and thé settlement and cultivation of ad- 
|| joining lands, enhance the value of the remainder 
of the public domain? It is precisely in the same 
way that a donaéion for a railroad would enhance 
| the value of the public lands that a donation for 
/any other purpose would enhance their value. | 
| can see no difference between thecases. And, be- 
| sides, there is the consideration which I have men- 
| tioned of divesting the United States as soon as 
| possible of their title to the public lands. 
Mr. BELL. I do not rise to enter into any dis- 
| cussion upon this bill, because [ hope its friends 
| will bear with me while I say that, in this House 
|| and in the other, it has been discussed over and 
| over again. I have heard it discussed in most of 
|| its details, both of principle and of fact, twenty, 
| or thirty, or forty times. I know that the Sena- 
| tor from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] feels very keenly 
| that he cannot permit this question to pass with- 
| out giving a new expression to his opinion. | 
| have not risen to enter into a discussion, but to 
| beg that honorable members who are in favor ot 
this measure will not diseuss it any further. This 
proposition has been before the Senate in its pres- 
ent form for two years. I am not certain that 1 
was not introduced the session before last in the 
identical form in which it is now presented. It 
underwent some discussion at the last session, and 
| some amendments were made in it, either by gen- 
| eral consent or by vote of the Senate; but finally 
' there seemed to be such a disposition to discuss 1t 
|| at length, and other business: intervening, that 
| even its friends were obliged to consent to have |t 
| postponed. I have to say to the friends of the bill 
| 


that it is not probable that one additional vote wil! 
be obtained by further discussion. What support 
the bill will get is doubtful; but whether it gets & 
| majority or not, I hope its fate may be decided. 
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Ampletime has been given for its consideration, and '| price of the public lands. Speculators will not I bill, and I hope we shall proceed to its considera- 
| think every one, at least with few exceptions, || buy it any more than they will buy the public | tion. 


has considered it with care. Our minds are made 
ap, and those who are disposed to vote against the 
bill now will do so. The donation is a beneficent | 
and important one, and violates no principle of the 
Constitution. At any rate, it is well-founded in | 
numerous precedents, and under these circumstan- 
ces | hope discussion will not be persevered in. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. I now move that the Senate 
non-concur in the amendment made at the end of 
the third section: 

«That the said lands thus granted shall be sold within the 
period of three years after the selection has been made, if 
yracticable.”’ 

Mr. BERRIEN. I desire merely to state that | 
the original bill contains this proviso: 

« And it shall be the duty of the States to offer said lands | 
for sale immediately, and to complete the same at the ear- 
jiest practicable day.”’ 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment, and it was not concurred in. 

Mr. CHASE. For the purpose of making the 
pill certainly express the intent which is attributed 
to it by the honorable Senator from Maryland, I 
ber leave to offer an amendment, to come in at the 
eighth line of the second section, after the word 
“ States,’’ by inserting the words ‘‘ and not with- 
in the limits of any State.”’ As it now stands it 
js open to controversy whether the location of the 
land must be made within a State or not. For 
the purpose of excluding all controversy and ma- 
king that certain which perhaps may be doubtful, 
[offer that amendment. If the amendment pre- 
vail, it will read— 

«That the land aforesaid, after being surveyed, shall be | 
apportioned to the several States, in sections, or subdivis- 
ions of sections, and whenever there are lands of a suitable 
quality in a State, the quantity to which said “tate shall be 
entitled shall be selected from such lands, and the quantity | 
apportioned to any State in which there are no such lands, | 
shall be loeated in the territory belonging to the United 
States, and not within the limits of any State.’”’ 


Mr. WALKER. I hope the amendment may 
be adopted. I had drawn up one, and had it in | 
my hands, in the exact words of the amendment 
now proposed. And as the Senator from Mary- | 
land has already assured us that it is the intention 
of the bill to carry out this principle, this will 
only make clear what he assures us is now the 
meaning of the bill. 

Mr. FOOTE. As one of the friends of this 
measure I venture to say that I am decidedly in 
favor of the amendment. It cannot, in my opin- 
ion, do the least possible injury to the bill, and | 
may do great good. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. Ihavean amendment which | 
I desire to have come in at the close of the first 
section: 

Provided. further, That the lands hereby granted shall in 


no case be granted in tracts einbracing more than one sec- 
tion each. 


I will say only a word. The object of the 
amendment is to carry out the view which I sug- | 
gested when I addressed the Senate a short time 
since. It meets an objection which many persons 
may have to the bill, tat this land will be selected 
in large quantities, bought up by speculators, and 
kept out of the market for a great length of time, 
to the injury of the community where the land | 
is located. We know that in the new States great | 


injury has resulted from this prerine in many in- || 


stances, The land has been bought up by thou- 
sands. of acres by speculators, and they have 
ixed a price upon it which prevents its sale, and 
the country remains unsettled as a consequence. 
It becomes necessary now, in making roads there, 
to make those roads through these large tracts, 
and the lands are thus greatly enhanced in value 
while the owners will not pay one cent towards | 
the making of the roads. They hold their land 
from sale until the population increases, and then 
sell it at a large profit. My own State has suffered | 
severely from this cause. 
Mr. EWING. I do not think there is any 
danger that under this bill large tracts will be 
ought up by speculators. There is danger that 
the land which go into the hands of officers and 
soldiers will be bought up by speculators, because 
the sales of that land may be below the minimum 
price of the public lands. But there is no danger 
from this bill in that respect. This land is re- 
quired to be sold ata price as high as the minimum | 











lands. There is no reason for the provision, and |} 
it will be simply an embarrassment to the States | 
which are to locate the land and have the m mage- 
ment of it. 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to say in reply to || 
the Senator from Ohio that if his view be correct || 
nq evil can result from the amendment. If the || 
evil is likely to result the amendment will prevent || 
it, and if it is not likely to result the amendment || 
can do no harm in any way. 

Mr. EWING. The diiliculty is that it applies || 
to the States in such a manner that they cannot || 
make the locations as they may desire. For in- | 
stance, they may wish to locate one section which || 


| lies adjacent to or corners upon another which 


they have already located, and if this amendment || 
prevails they cannot do it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I| move that the Senate now || 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was not adopted. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to strike out of the 


fourth line of the second section of the bill the 


. . ° ‘ | 
words ‘ suitable quality,’’ and insert the words || 


‘* suffi cient quantity.” 

I will read it as it stands: 

*< That the land aforesaid, after being surveyed, shall be 
apportioned to the several States in sections or subdivisions 
of sections ; and whenever there are lands of a suitable 
quality in a State, the quantity to wlich said State shall be 
entitied shall be selected from such lands.’’ 

If amended, it will read, ‘* whenever there are 
lands of sufficient quantity in a State, the quantity 
to which said State shall be entitled,’’ &c. It now 
leaves the matter indefinite, so that if the quality 
of land in a State does not suit, they can go be- 
yond the limits of that Siate, 

Mr. EWING. ‘That amendment will operate 
unjustly toward States that have but four or five 
hundred thousand acres of land, and that refuse 
land. Ithink the billis right as it is, and that the 
amendment should not be made. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
W epnespar, Februery 12, 1851. 

The House met at twelve o’clock,m. The Jour- 
nal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. GOODENOW rose to a privileged ques- 
tion. He believed that in reference to Mr. Van 
Dyxke’s motion to lay the bill proposing a Board 
of Accounts on the table, his vote was not record- 
ed. He voted in the negative, and asked that the 
Journal of the House might be so corrected. 

The SPEAKER stated, that.as it would not af- 
fect the result, the Journal would be so corrected, 

The Journal of yesterday was then approved. 

Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of 


| the House to report back from the Committee of 


Ways and Means the deficiency bill, in order that 
it might be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, objected; and 
the report was not received. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER stated that the regular order of 
business was the call of the committees for re- 
| ports, 


INDEMNITY TO THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 

Mr. MeWILLIE said: I rise to a« privileged 
question. [Lam instructed by the Committee on 
| Printing to make a report on the memorial of 
Thomas Ritchie in reference to the public print- 
| ing, asking for a settlement of his accounts for the 
| printing of the present Congress, at a reduction of 
| 50 per cent. from the prices of 1819. 
| the report and ask that it may be read. 
Mr. BURT said: I rise to a pomt of order. — I 
| submit that a report on the memorial of a private 


I submit 


| individual is not a matter of privilege; the Com- 


| mittee on Printing have nota right to submit the 





Mr. WALKER. It may be fair, and just, as 
itis in the estimation of the Senator from Ohio, 
but it occurs to me that while it is fair and right 


in his view, it may not be so in the view of others, || 


and it is a duty we owe to those whom we repre- 
sent to look to their interests in this matter. There 
is but little public land in the State of Ohio, and 
that of the refuse kind, but there is in the little 
State that I represent in part, land of the most es- 
timable quality, and if, in consequence of the ex- 
cellence: of these lands, those States which are 
interested in this bill are to rush in upon our lands 
and locate their lands there, it will be doing us ex- 
treme injustice. 

Mr. EWING. The Senator forgets that one 
Staie cannot go into another to locate lands. Ohio 
cannot go into Wisconsin, and the difficulty he 


| suggests does not exist at all, 


Mr. WALKER. Was the amendment adopted 
which prevents going into the States? 

The PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr. WALKER. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 


| third reading. 


FEES OF OFFICERS. 
Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, I desire to say 


to the Senate that the bill to regulate the fees of 
district attorneys, marshals, and other persons 
connected with the administration of justice, was 
made the special order of the day for Monday, but 


| it not having been returned from the printers, | 


was unable to ask the Senate to consider it. I ask 
that it may be taken up, for the pene of making 
it the special order for to-morrow. I move to post-| 
one the previous orders simply for that purpose. 
T beg to be permitted to say that that bill ts one of 
great importance, not merely to the officers whose | 
fees are to be regulated, but to the Government, 
with a view to reducing the expenses under the 
judicial department. Under these circumstances | 
hope the Senate will indulge me in taking it up. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator is not aware, | 
perhaps, that it will not have the effect to give it | 
Saeaemen even then. It will be placed behind 
those which have been made special orders before. 
Mr. BERRIEN. Then I give notice that to- 


morrow morning I will move.to postpone all prior || 


special orders, for the purpose of taking up that | 


report as a privileged motion, over the reports of 
other committees of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point 
of order made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. The rules of the House authorize the Com- 
mittee on Printing, without restriction, to report 
atany time. ‘The Chair will state that this ques- 
tion was raised during the last Congress, and was 
overruled by the presiding officer of the House 
at that time. 

Mr. BURT. I would ask the Chair to state 
what that report was. If there is no precedent, 
I certainly shall appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. The case alluded to by the 
Chair was not a report on the memorial of A pri- 
vate individual in relation to the public printing, 
| The Chair now recollects that the question of or- 
der was raised on an application on the part of the 
committee to appoint a clerk during the recess of 
Congress, or some such matter as that. The de- 
| cision of the Chair is placed upon the ground that 
| the rules of the House authorize the Committee 
on Printing to report at any time, without any re- 
striction as to the subject-matter, further than that 
itshall be a legitimate matter before them for their 
consideration. The Chair, therefore, rules this 
| report to be in order under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BURT. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, and I ask that the report be read, that the 
House may see whether it relatesto a matter of 
public business or to the relief of a private indi- 
vidual. 
| Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I desire, with 
| the permission of the gentleman from South Carw- 
lina, to call the attention of the Chair to the fact, 
that a similar resolution was reported from the 
Committee on Printing at the last session of Con- 
gress, and received as a privileged motion. 
| The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Mc Witte} rises 
and proposes to make a report from the Committee 
on Public Printing, of a joint resolution for the re- 
lief of Thomas Ritchie on the subject of the public 
| printing, the report being founded, as stated by the 
| gentleman from Mississippi, ona memorial from the 
public printer. Thegentleman from South Carolina 
| Mr. Burt] submits, asa point of order, that under 
the rules of the House the gentleman from Missis- 
| sippi is not entitled to make this report as @ privi- 


| 
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leged question. The Chair overrules the point of or- 


provides that it shall be in order for the Committee 
on Printing to report at any time. The rule places 
no restricuon whatever upon the subject-matter to 
he reported; and, in the opinion of the Chair, it is 
limited only by the fact whether or not the subject 
be legitimately before that committee. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Is the appeal debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 


Mr. BURT. 1 desire that the Speaker should 
inform the House whether [ am right in my sup- 
position, that under the rules, although the com- 
olttee may be authorized to report as a matter of 
privilege, it is for the House to determine whether 
the matter reported by that committee be a matter 
of privilege. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair does not exactly 
comprehend ‘the suggestion made by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. The Chair bases his 
decision upon the ground that the rules of the 
House provide that the Committee on Printing 
may report at any time. They can report at any 
time upon such matters as are legitimately before 
them. 

Mr. ORR asked that the 30th joint rule might 


be read. 
The Crerk read the 30th rule, as follows: 


‘A committee aonsisting of three members of the Senate 
and three members of the House of Representatives shall 
he chosen by their respective Houses, which shall consti 
tute @ Committee on Printing, which shall have power to 
adopt such measures as may be deemed necessary to rem- 
edy any neglect or delay on the part of the contractor to 
execute the work ordered by Congress, and to make a pro 
rata reduction in the compensation allowed, or to refuse 
the work altogether, should it be inferior to the standard ; 
and in all eases the contractor and his securities shall be 
responsible for any increased expenditure consequent upon 
the non-performance of the contract. The committee shall 
audit and pass upon all accounts for printing; but no bill 
shall be acted upon for work that is not actually executed 
and delivered, and which they may require to bo properly 
authenticated.”’ 


Mr. BURT inquired whether debate was in 
order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, moved to lay the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair on the table. 

Mr. BURT demanded the yeas and nays on 
that question; and they were ordered. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired whether the report was 
based upon a memorial that had been referred to 
the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It was stated so by the chair- 
man—-by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Mec Wixtre.] 

Mr. BURT asked to have the resolution referred 
to read, in order that the House micht determine 
whether it was a private claim. 

The Crer« read the report and joint resolution, 
ask follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Thomas Ritchie, a party to the contract of 
William M. Belt, to execute certain classes of the printing 
ot Congress, asking that some arrangement may be made 
by which he may be suitably compensated, report the fol- 
lowing joint resolution: 

Resolved, That William M. Belt, the contractor for exe- 
enting the second, fourth, and fifth classes of the printing 
for the Thirty-fiest Congress, be and he is hereby relieved 
fiom the terms of his contract, and that in lieu of said terms, 
he shall receive as compensation for the work he has al- 
ready executed under said contract, payment at the rate of 
ove half the prices paid forthe public printing under the 
joint resolution of 1819; and that he shall faithfully execute 
the remainder of the work contemplated by said contract, 
and be paid for it atthe same rate: Provided, The said Wil - 
liam M. Beit shall notify the Secretary of the Senate and 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, within five days 
from the passage of this resolution, of his acceptance of and 
agreement to its terms. 

Resolved, That the executive powers and duties of the 
Committee on Printing, as defined in the second section of 
the joint resolution directing the manner of procuring the 
printing for the two Houses of Congress, approved August 
dd, 1845, be, avd the same are hereby, conierred upon the 
Pecretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 


resentatives; and in case any inconvenient delay should be | 


at any time experienced ‘y either House in the delivery of 
its work, said Secretary and Clerk, respectively, shall be 
anthorized to employ another printer to execute any portion 
of the work of the Senate or House, and charge the excess 
in the account of said printer for executing such work, 
above the price at which either of the present printers have 
agreed to exeoute it, to the printer guilty of such negligence 
or delay. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Peansylvania. I submit 
that this cannot be the resolution referred to by the 


gentieman from Mississippi. This* joint resola- 
tion was stated to be for the relief of Thomas 


Ritchie; and the resolution read has reference to a | 


THE! 


See aa 


‘man named Belt. 
der, upon the ground thatthe 21st rule of the House || 











I ask that the other be read— 
the one that has reference to Ritchie. 

The SPEAKER. This is the resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Printing; and the 
question is upon laying the appeal taken by the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Burt} from 
the decision of the Chair, on the table. The Chair 
in giving its decision just now, did not state that 
the case to which he referred was in reference to 
the appointment of a clerk; and in order that any 
misapprehension may be corrected, the Chair will 
read the passage from the Journal: 


‘6 August 14, 1848.—Mr. CONGER, froma the Committee | 


on Printing, reported the following resolution : 

** Resolved, (the Senate congurring,) That the jointCom 
mittee On Printing be, and they are hereby, authorized to 
sit during the recess of Congress, in order to carry out the 
intention of the joint resolution directing the manner of 
procuring the printing of the two Houses of Congress, ap- 
proved August 3d, 1846: Provided, That no pay be allowed 
for anything beyond the actual necessary traveling expenses 
of said committee, in coming to and returning from the 


' Capitol, in the performance of the duties of said committee , 


and the usual per diem while thus engaged. 

** The resolution was read; when 

“Mr. HOWELL COBB raised the question of order, 
that the rule authorizing the Committee on Printing to re 
port at any time, contemplated the expediting of the public 
printing ; and that in reporting the said resolution, the com 
mittee had transcended its powers; and therefore the reso 
lution was not in order. 

‘*The SPEAKER decided the resolution was iw order. 

‘* From this decision Mr. COBB appealed; and, 

** The question being put, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House ? 

‘* It was decided in the affirmative—yeas 111, nays 37.’’ 


Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I desire that the 
Chair may further state whether a precisely simi- 
lar report was not received as a privileged motion 
at the last session of Congress? 

The SPEAKER. The report was received, but 
no point of order was made at that time,and no 
decision was made upon the question. 

Mr. BURT. I should be very happy to hear 
the Chair upon a point of order, at this time, and 
should also be very happy to have the privilege of 
replying to the positions taken by the Chair, if 
any debate was allowed. I therefore suggest to 
the Chair that, as the proposition is not debatable, 
it is not competent for the Chair to make debate in 
favor of the decision that the Chair has made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that it is not 
only his privilege but his duty, when the Chair 
has made a decision, to state the reasons for that 
decision to the House. If he does not go beyond 
that point, and does not enter into any arguments 
further than to state his reasons, it is not only the 
privilege but the duty of the Chair. 

The question on laying the appeal onthe table 
was then taken by yeas and nays, and resulted in 
the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 74—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashmun, Averett, Bay, Bay> 


ly, Beale, Bell, Bocock, Boyd, Breck, Brisbin, William J. 
Brown, Buel, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. 


Caldwell, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, ; 


Danner, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, 


Dunham, Edmundson, Ehot, Ewing, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, | 


Gerry, Gorman, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Hanuvond, Har- 
alson, Isham G. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hib- 
bard, Hoagland, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Inge, Jones, 
La Sére, Letter, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, Mc- 
Clernand, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, McLana- 
han, R. M. McLane, Finis E. MeLean, MeMullen, Mc- 


Willie, Meade, John K. Miller, Milison, Moore, Morehead- , 
Morrison, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, | 


Phenix, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, 


Ross, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Silvester, Stanly, | 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, | 


Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James 

Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellborn, 

Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, and Yonng—108 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Andrews, Bennett, 


Binzham, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bowlin, Briggs, Albert G. | 


Brown, Burrows, Burt, Butler, Joseph Cable, Campbell, 
Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Coleock, Cole, Conger, 


Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, Durkee, Alexander Evans, | 


Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Giddings, Gilbert, 


Goodenow, not, Halloway, Hampton, Henry, Houston, | 
, Jo 


Howe, Hunter seph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, 


Andrew Johnson, Julian, George G. King, James G. King, | 


Jobu A. King, Preston King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Mat- 
teson, McKissock, McQueen, Meacham, Morris, Orr, Otis, 
Phelps, Pitman, Putnam, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Rum- 
sey, * 

Stevens, Toombs, Underhill, 
and White—74. 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
was laid upon the table. 


inton, Wallace, Wentworth, 


The joint resolution for the relief of Thomas | 


' Ritchie, was then read a first and second time by 
its title. 


Mr. MeWILLIE said: At this period of the | 


session I will not detain the House by an argu- 
ment in favor of thi# resolution. The committee 


of which Tama member, at the last session of | 


ackett, Behoolcraft, Geran Sprague, Thaddeus | 
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Congress made a omens upon this subject, whic, 
led to considerable discussion. There was algo 
— made by a select committee of this Hons. 
which brought very fully before Congress the fay 
connected with the public printing. There re 
also, during the Jast session of Congress, a p 
sition somewhat similar to that which is now Upon 
thetable,and I presume, therefore, that this Hous: 
is about as well informed now upon the Subject a: 
it would be after two or three days’ debate. I 
will, however, say that the resolution is report 
from the committee unanimously, and we recon, 
mend it to the House for its adoption, because y, 
feel that it is founded upon principles of justice an4 
of equity. As I shall have an opportunity hereas 
ter of replying to the arguments advanced agains, 
the resolution, I will not detain the House furthe 
at present. 

Mr. ORR obtained the floor and said: 

Mr. Speaker: Before entering upon the diy. 
cussion of the bill submitted to the House for cop. 
sideration by the chairman of the Committee 
Printing, I desire to put myself right, in reference 
to a controversy which has arisen by the publi. 
cation, in the Globe, of a speech which I made 
the close of the last session, on the proposition j, 
release the public printers from their contracts, 

If there was any wrong perpetrated by publish. 
ing on Wednesday, remarks made on the prece- 
ding Friday, I am responsible for it alone. The 
debate which gave rise to the remarks occurrad 
on Friday night. Congress adjourned on Monday, 
at twelve o’clock. Phat evening I consolidated 
the remarks of three five minutes’ speeches in one, 
and carried it that night to the Globe office, and 
requested its publication in the Daily Globe of the 
next morning. The Foreman stated that they 
were too much crowded to accommodate me. | 
insisted that its publication should not be _pos- 
— longer than Wednesday morning, and gave 
11m substantially this reason, that I expected Mr. 


| Ritchie would at once assail those who had been 


prominent to defeat him, in carrying a bill which 
would give him from $20,000 to $50,000, as a gra- 
tuity for the non-performance of his contract; and 
that it was due to us, as well as the country, that 
the facts elicited by the discussion should go forth 
at once to repel his unjust assaults. The sequel 
showed that I had not misjudged Mr. Ritchie’s 
purpose. On Tuesday morning, the Union con- 
tained two columns of the most reckless perver- 
sion of facts, concluding with a s!snderous impv- 
tation upon the motives of the honorable members 
from Kentucky [Mr. Marsuavy] and Maryland, 
|Mr. Evans,] as well as my own. But his per- 
verted facts and slanderous imputations were 
short-lived. They did not survive the rising of 
two suns. If I had succeeded in procuring the 


_ appearance of my remarks on Tuesday morning, 


as I had desired, the little effect whith Mr. Ritchie's 
prosy broadside produced would have been nev- 
tralized; my antidote would have rendered en- 
tirely harmless his poison. Whatever of harm 
remained after Wednesday morning to truth and 
justice, in Mr. Ritchie’s philippic, was most sig- 
nally dissipated by the publication of the remarks 
of my gallant friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- 
sHALL,] on Thursday morning. I trust, then, no 
prejudice will result to Mr. Rives, the House Re- 
porter, from the publication of my remarks on 
Wednesday instead of Tuesday morning. The 
whole responsibility is upon my shoulders. 

In a subsequent article Mr. Ritchie, in very gen- 


‘eral terms, charged that my remarks were “ filled 


with misstatements indicative of mingled ignorance 
and hostility.’’ Ido notclaim to be infallible, Mr. 
Speaker, but I can with truth declare that “ hos- 
tility’ toa political adversary has never yet caused 
me willfully to perpetrate against him any injus- 


‘tice. In the discharge of the high trusts confided 


to me by a generous constituency, my rule has 
thus far been the wise admonition of the fallen 
Wolsey— 
** That once trod the ways of glory. 
And sounded all the depths and shoals 6f honor,”’ 
to his faithful friend Cromwell, when he bade him— 
“Be just and fear not : 
Let all the ends thou aim’et at be thy eountry’s, 
Thy God’s, and truth’s.”” rz 
I, sir, | the charge that my course has beet! 
actuated be hostility to Mr. Ritchie. I was placed 
on the investigating committee on the printing 
without my knowledge, and I attended its sit 
more punctually than mest of my associates, for the 





, "Sh 


teprter sta 


_,~ 


il ee i a 


PUB 


3lsr 


reason 
form, 
membe 
a sess 
feelings 
vestige 
ardenth 
tain hit 
sustain 
sidered 
But, 8 
with re 
the test 
not as 
friends 
and m 
disclos 
to exis 
this fle 
bringt 
upon 
my ** 
Inste 
the last 
facts t 
convin 
temper 
tice to 
a pam 
ber has 
less ind 
mary 0 
of labo 
to mak 
he wo 
tent, @ 
more j 
bers ¢o 
how m 
whole. 
data W 
at $1,0 
more 
singleg 
commit 
if he ré 
for pri 
the jud 
pages; 
tion of 
time by 
is Mat 
violati 
saves @ 
on bing 
then I 
that he 
condue 
had ful 
specifid 
those @ 
about 
80 ma 
and se 
[ gave 
and the 
to state 
item, ¢ 
such ¢ 
books @ 
sion, 
that h 
passing 
declarg 
tender 
mous,” 
cruel 
exhibi 
of relie: 
ernme 
merely 
hard ¢ 
down 
losing 
these 
work*y 


upon by 





